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PREFACE 

From December 1966 until I left.Vietnam (with hepatitis) in 
June 1967, I was Special Assistant to Deputy Ambassador William 
Porter in Saigon, in his capacity as head of all U.S. civil field 
operations in Vietnam (OCO: Office of Civil Operations). My job 
was primarily to make field evaluations of progress and programs 
for Porter personally, looking in particular at the interaction be¬ 
tween military and civil operations. 

One morning in December I was talking to Wade Lathram, Director 
of Operations of OCO, who was leaving that afternoon for briefings 
in Washington, encouraging him to be very frank and realistic in his 
description before Congress and elsev/here of the prospects (in my 
opinion, very limited) for pacification in the coming year. I em¬ 
phasized the need for a minimal, prior level of security from the VC 
if pacification work were to be effective: and the fact that most 
areas where pacification work was being attempted did not now have 
even this minimally adequate security from VC attack, harassment or 
penetration. 

The ultimate aim of RD work was to evoke public participation 
with the government in efforts of self-protection, to raise the level 
of security further and make it lasting, without the continual dense 
presence of U.S, or ARVN regulars. Even in areas of relative security 
usually based on local saturation with friendly regular forces -- there 
had been little success in inducing people to make this commitment to 
the GVN or to resisting the VC:- because the GVN did not attract their 
support (and RD Cadre performance rarely inspired a change in their 
attitudes) and because security from VC retaliation was only relative 
and looked temporary to most people. But in the "contested" areas 
where Cadre tended to be assigned, the VC presence was often so ob¬ 
trusive that it was quite hopeless to persuade people to risk their 
necks, rather than to cooperate with beth sides (depending oh which 
side was represented at the moment by "the man with the gun:" 
generally, away from outposts and main roads, the VC*). 
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When I finished the story, Lathram urged me to write down just 
what I had told him, fast, so he could take it to Washington and 
show it around to illustrate concretely why progress in pacification 
was slow (or often, non-existent). In the next couple of hours, using 
notes I had made at the time, I v/rote as fast as I could, and managed 
to hand the memo that follows (as it appears) to Lathram at the air¬ 
port, Which is by way of explanation how a memo as anecdotal and 
personal as this came to be written in the Deputy Ambassador's office# 
(There were those in Washington who needed an explanation, in face 
of their f, Why are you doing this?" or "Whose side are you on?" re¬ 
actions to its substance and tone# But I should also mention that 
I never got any criticism from my superiors in Saigon or Washington 
for writing or circulating -- as I did to old friends -- a memo that 
was not exactly supportive of official optimism.) 

Readers not familiar with the Revolutionary Development concept 
may need some terms explained, though they are becoming fairly fa¬ 
miliar in the newspapers. "Revolutionary Development" (RD) is an 
American name for what the French call "pacification" and the Viet¬ 
namese call "Rural Construction:" coined by White House aides at 
Honolulu, because it sounded less French and more forward-looking. 

An RD Cadre team is a 59-man group specially trained to carry out 
various organizational activities in a hamlet to fulfill the six 
criteria (described in the memo) of a "pacified" or "secured" hamlet: 
an achievement symbolized on the RD maps in distinct and province 
offices by marking the hamlet (or road, or area) blue, as distinct 
from red -- "VC-controlled" -- or v/hite, yellow or green -- various 
colors for "contested." (I have described the concept and strategy 
of RD in detail, with a critique, elsewhere.) PF are Popular Force 
soldiers, local, lightly trained and equipped militia operating in 
squads and platoons at village level; RF are Regional Force, better 
trained and equipped commanded at province level and operating in a 
district, generally in companies; ARVN are the regular units of the 
Army of the Republic of Vietnam, organized in divisions. 
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A postscript: On a visit a few weeks later, I checked the 
quotes in this piece with the deputy district advisor who had ac¬ 
companied me; his memory confirmed my notes. He told me that the 
new hamlet chief was not sleeping In the hamlet .(a sure sign -- 
though a common occurrence -- of security inadequate for the achieve 
ment of any of the purposes of RD). 

The district advisor said that Minister of RDThang had put 
heavy pressure on the district chief to come up with his quota of 
completed hamlets by the end of the year. The district chief wanted 
to declare three more hamlets pacified ( fl blue M ) within two weeks, by 
running RD Cadre through them fast (mainly taking a census). Of 
these, one wasn't in bad shape, one was contested, and one — a 
hamlet in the (VC) village of Phouc Lam mentioned in the story — 
was simply VC-controlled. "I told him I had had it , 11 the advisor 
said. "He could tell Thang whatever he wanted, but I wasn't going 
to go along with it, with those last two hamlets. n He refused to 
certify them; in the end, I believe, ceremonies were held for the 
first two but not the last. I don't know what has become of them 
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since then: or of Loc Tien. 


THE DAY LOC TIEN WAS PACIFIED 


Daniel Ellsberg 

The PvAND Corporation, Santa Monica, California 


On Friday morning, 9 December 1966, three neighboring hamlets 

s A 

in Can Giuoc District of Long An Province were being formally de¬ 
clared M pacified, M joining the fifteen other "secure" hamlets of the 
183 hamlets in the district. Revolutionary Development Cadre teams 
had been working in the three hamlets for about ten weeks, and al¬ 
though the U.S. district advisors were dubious that anything very 
fundamental had been accomplished or that the area could reasonably 
be called "secure, 11 the District Chief was satisfied that the six- 
point pacification criteria had been met and the cadre could move on. 

"They're anxious to finish up their 1966 program so they can 
get started on the 1967 hamlets," the major who was the MACV (Mill- * 
tary Assistance Command, Vietnam) district advisor said. There was 
to be a formal ceremony at the main hamlet, Loc Tien II, to celebrate 
the acceptance of the hamlets Into the "secure" category, with all 
the district and village officials and the MACV and USAID district 
advisors taking part. I went along with an interpreter and the as¬ 
sistant MACV advisor, a captain, to talk to some of the villagers 
and cadre. 

At 0820 it was still raining as we got into jeeps in the district 
headquarters compound. An old woman was keening loudly in a corner 
of the courtyard, where some newly painted coffins rested on saw¬ 
horses in a shed. She was a relative of one of the Regional Force 
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(RF) soldiers killed in an ambush the morning before# Other women 
had chanted and cried, standing around the coffins in the light of 
candles, through most of the night# In the candlelight -- and now, 
on n dark morning -- the colors of the wooden boxes were very gay; 
orange with painted flowers. There were six of them. 

The ambush had taken place on the main road from Saigon, a few 
kilometers south of the district headquarters. A Regional Force 
pla toon, on a mission to clear some dirt roadblocks the VC had put 
up the night before, walked past a Popular Force outpost without 
checking in at it -- they assumed the FF had already cleared the 
road ahead -- and 200 meters further on at 0900 on a bright morning 
they were hit by a VC company. M I missed that one by ten minutes,” 
the district advisor said. ”1 was on my way by jeep -- about ten 
minutes away -- to visit the schoolhouse below the PF outpost. That^s 
where the roadblocks were, at the schoolhouse, and that f s where the 
ambush was. I heard the firing and stopped at the outpost. 

The old woman was rocking on her heels on the muddy ground, and 
she gestured rhythmically with one hand as if, in her wailing, she 
were lecturing to the little girl facing her. But the little girl \ 
was looking past her expressionlessly, once in a while turning her 
eyes to the woman, whose voice rose and fell and sobbed without stop¬ 
ping. The assistant advisor said: "l've been trying to get the 
district chief to move the mortuary out of this courtyard. I think 
it's depressing to the troops that sleep here. And this has been 
happening too much.” 

After a while of sitting in the jeep I asked what we were wait¬ 
ing for. ”After we came out, the district chief got word that the 
force he sent out to clear the area between here and the hamlets 
wasn't through yet” 1 was told. 

"You mean you need a special clearing operation to get to these 
pacified hamlets?” 

”0h, I doubt if we'll have any trouble today,” the district 
advisor said. "With all the troops they'll have in that village 
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during the ceremony, with all the officials there, I f m only taking 
a pistol." His assistant, in the other jeep, shrugged and tapped 
his M-16. I got out of the jeep and came back with a weapon. About 
this time the sun came out and a radioman announced that the clearing 
operation was finished. The district chief and his party emerged 
from his office, we all shook hands, and the convoy set out. 

The three hamlets were a few kilometers northwest of the district 
town, along red dirt roads. By the time we got there it was very hot. 
The entrance to the main hamlet was marked by a high wooden arch over 
the road with the name of the hamlet -- Ap Ljc Tien II -- neatly painted 
across the top: this was one of the accomplishments of the RD cadre. 

[it fell in the category of "self-help and development projects" -- 
though the people were supposed to do them themselves (along with any 
fortifications) to give them a sense of commitment -- which was fourth 
of the six criteria for a pacified hamlet.] "Their other big contri¬ 
bution was to build the hamlet 'fortifications,'" the major said. 

'See that berm over there?" He pointed to an earth embankment about 
three feet high, stretching out from the road and curling around a 
clump of bamboo in the distance. 

"What good is that?" 

"Useless. They worked hard on it, I’ll say that. The villagers 
couldn t care less. They know it's ridiculous. It's over a thousand 
meters long: a real Chinese Wall. It would take a battalion to man 
it, for it to mean anything, and what they've got is twelve PF. But 
it helps meet one of the six-point criteria." (The first one: area 
cleared of VC, and local defenses set up.) 

"As a matter of fact, it's been more of a help to the VC," the 
assistant advisor added. "The Claymore mine they set off last week, 
one that killed five RD Cadre, they set up on top of that berm -- it's 
just the right height -- next to the road pointing down toward the 
hamlet, with the wires trailing outside. The Cadre were just leaving 
the hamlet, coming up to that sign." 

"Are you saying that five Cadre were killed here last week?" 

I asked. 
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"They weren't the only ones. They've had six Claymores here 
in the last couple of months, four detonations. But the worst thing 
was last week the VC came into the other two hamlets/ just down the 
road from this one, and kidnapped the two hamlet chiefs that had just 
been elected; and their families." (Election of hamlet officials is 
the sixth "pacification criterion.") 

How could they he holding the ceremony this week, then? 

"Oh, the Cadre held another election quick, and the assistant 
hamlet chiefs were elected chief." 

"Aren't they afraid?" 

"Don't worry, they won't be sleeping here at night; they'll be 
in the district town." 

The convoy had stopped at a cluster of building, decorated for 
the day with banners and slogans. There were a lot of soldiers of 
different types about; the district advisor pointed out there were 
even some troops from the 46th Regiment on duty. On one side of the 
road, classrooms filled with children surrounded a nest courtyard. 

The ceremony was being held across the road in a garden so filled 
with flowers and vines that the faces of the officials were hidden 
when they sat down on the porch. In a corner next to the porch 
stood the village notables, flanked by a double row of little girls, 
sitting up straight in white so-dais. They were all pretty, all 
with long black hair combed smooth down their backs. The district 
chief and the MACV and USAID advisors took their places under the 
banners and the vines, and a Cadre leader in black pajamas stepped 
up to a microphone. The assistant advisor and I watched from across 
the street, and the little girls stole side glances at us as the Cadre 
leader began the morning's speeches; the district policeman saw this 
and smiled. It was a cheerful occasion. 

The interpreter translated for us for a few sentences -- "When 
we came to this hamlet ten weeks ago, there were six VC agents in the 
hamlet infrastructure...," the speaker was saying (ridding the hamlet 
of VC infrastructure" -- agents, iilformers, political organization -- 
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is third among the pacification criteria). Then we turned back down 
the road to talk to some of the villagers. First, we visited the new 
outpost, My Loc, just in back to one side, of the house where the 
ceremony was being held. 

"Don't judge other outposts around here by this one," the MACV 
captain said. "This is one of the best in Vietnam." It was built 
as the base for an RF company. We had to work our way through an 
elaborate maze of barbed wire to reach the moat surrounding the thick 
mud walls. Inside, the bunkers were covered not only with the usual 
sandbags but with concrete. Narrow slits in the bunker walls looked 
out over cleared fields of fire; I looked through one to see the house 
where the pacification ceremony was going on, the black hair against 
white silk showing through gaps in the vine leaves. In the center of 
the little fort was a heavy cement communications bunker; next to it, 
the familiar wooden arrow, studded with cans of kerosene-soaked sand, 
pivoted horizontally to point out the enemy to planes during a night 
attack. The sergeant who had left his hammock to show us around was 
proud of the post, which was just finished and v/hich Premier Ky had . 
visited ten days earlier. He said it would take more than one battalion 
of VC, maybe two, to overrun it. 

"They're safe enough in here," the captain said. "I think they 
could hold out in here against 500 men. Of course, whether they make 
the people around here feel much safer depends on how much the RFs 
move around outside the barbed wire. Too many posts like this, the 
VC could walk into the other end of the hamlet whenever they felt 
like it." Apparently, the presence of the RFs had not deterred the 
VC from the dual kidnapping of the week before, a few hundred meters 
down the road. 

The ruins of the old post that this had been built to replace 
lay just across the road, again in close sight of the ceremony. It 
had been manned by PFs. One night last spring the VC had overrun it, 
and the reaction force the next morning -- our interpreter had been 
part of it — had found the PFs inside beheaded, lying in a row, with 
their dependents, wives and children, lying by the opposite wall where 



- 6 - 


they had been machine-gunned. That had happened in this hamlet just 
nine months before* It would be much harder to destroy this new fort, 
which had begun construction soon after; but I wondered, looking at 
the grass-covered ruins of the old PF post (the interpreter warned 
me not to step inside; it had been mined) how long it really took 
before the local people unlearned lessons like that. 

The houses of the hamlet were widely spaced; the first one we 
came to was about fifty yards down the road* We passed through a 
garden, and said good day to a middle-aged woman on the porch, sur¬ 
rounded by children; she was joined by her jusband, about 45, wear¬ 
ing shorts* As we asked questions, an old woman peered out at us, 
through a door, from the darkness of what seemed a very large room. 

I asked, through the interpreter, what the RD Cadre had done for 
them. "They came one afternoon, drank tea, and took a census, the 
interpreter translated. Had the Cadre ever talked politics, or asked 
about grievances? "No." Was that all the Cadre had done? "They 
formed everyone into groupings, organizations." Which organization 
did the husband belong to? M The men's organization." ("Organizing 
the people" by interest-groupings, and by age and sex, for purposes 
of self-defense, was the fifth task the Cadre must fulfill to meet 
the six-point criteria for a "pacified" hamlet.) What was the pur¬ 
pose of that organization. "When the Cadre came to drink tea, they 
just told him, 'You are in the men's organization.' He doesn't know 
what the purpose of it is." • •• 

Did the Cadre stay at night in the village? "No. They came 
in the morning. About five o'clock he would see them wandering back, 
along the road; he doesn't know where they went." Had VC visited 
the village in the past year? "Often." Did he think they still would, 
with the RF post so near? "Perhaps not. But they had come into the 
neighboring hamlets last week and taken off the hamlet chiefs." 

Did he think the new hamlet chief would sleep in the hamlet at 
night? "Not now; now he sleeps in the district town. But that is 
because he is not yet confirmed by the Province Chief. When he is 


confirmed by the Province Chief he will sleep in the hamlet." Why 
so? "After he is confirmed by the Province Chief, if he is killed 
or kidnapped by the VC his family will get death benefits. But not 
now." 

Reflecting on that, we moved on to two houses next to each other, 
another fifty yards down the road. In the .first, we asked an older 
man and a very old woman many of the same questions, and got the same 
answers. No, the Cadre had never slept in their house at night; the 
Cadre went away at night, they didn't know where. The Cadre had been 
polite, the one afternoon they had called. They were taking census, 
and they had left a metal doorsign, "22/7" in red letters on a yellow 
background, which was up on the porch. ("Taking census is what Cadre 
like to do best," I had been told by advisors in different parts of 
Vietnam; "in fact," the comment usually ran, "that's about all they * 
do do. That and some fortifications." Interrogation -- supposed to 
identify grievances and aspirations, along with census data — is the 
second of the six pacification criteria.) 

Had ARVN soldiers ever taken food, chickens or ducks, without 
paying for it? "They used to do that, when there was only a PF squad 
in the hamlet. But now that the RF outpost was there, they don't think 
the ARVN soldiers will do that any more." 

Finally, the captain suggested we visit some houses several hundred 
meters off the road. As we started along the embankment between two 
flooded rice paddies, the convoy passed by down the road, leaving the 
hamlet. People waved at us from the jeeps. The ceremony was over; 
now Ap Loc Ti&n II and the other two hamlets would be colored blue on 
district and province pacification charts: little patches of blue about 
the size of a grease-pencil stub, because red areas ("VC-controlled") 
pressed close on either side of the road. "We won't go too close to 
that line of trees," the captain said, pointing to a bamboo thicket 
about five hundred yards off. "That's all deep red, beyond that." 


- 8 - 


As we walked in file, the river chest-high on either side, a dis¬ 
tant shot rang out now and then. I had heard the first ones back in 
the outpost: some far, some fairly close. "Soldiers shooting birds," 
the captain said. "Or checking their weapons. Or having fun. You 
can t stop them. Sometimes you hear one answering another: dut, 
dut...dut. We call it a conmo check." Now artillery was firing 
sporadically, far off. The sound joined birdcalls, wind in the rice, 
bamboo clicking, low thrumming of a helicopter moving slowly a mile 
off: Delta sounds on a quiet, hot day. 

The captain told me more about the ambush the day before. For 
three nights, the VC had put up dirt roadblocks on roads in that area: 
no mines, none were covered by snipers, no harassing of the clearing 
parties. That was all it took to lull the RFs; that was why they 
hadn't checked with the FF outpost about the road ahead, or put out * 
a point, the morning of the 8th. That fourth morning, the VC waiting 
in the grass had caught them relaxed and unalert. Now, for a while, 
they would be more cautious. 


Two hundred meters off the road, a thick grove of bamboo, palms,* 
fruit trees and bushes rose among the rice fields. It looked wild and 
wholly dense, but through a gap in the vines one could see water, a 
moatlike fish pond surrounding a bare, clean yard and a shaded hut. 
"People think there's no cover in the Delta," the captain remarked. 

There's plenty of cover. We couldn't be seen from the air right 
now; there could be a company in here. And look around." Even before 
the forest began, the paddies were broken by treelines along canals 
and other thickets as dense as this one. Standing in the shaded path 
we talked to an old man wearing shorts and shower sandals. He was 
dignified, his face deeply lined and handsome; his good-looking twelve- 
year-o]d son stood by smiling at us, very interested in my camera. 


The Cadre had visited his house once, to fill out his family 
book and take the census. They did not stay in the area at night, 
because it was not safe for them. VC came every now and then; some¬ 
times they spent the night. Government troops also can* once in a 
while. Some of them paid for food, some took without paying. The 
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ones who paid did not pay much; but that was all right, he didn't 
mind. It was the war. 

No one from the Government had ever asked him his opinions, he 
said, but he did not have any opinions about politics; he was an old 
man, just tending his rice fields, and neither side bothered him very 
much. The VC collected taxes at harvest time (he also paid rent to 
a landlord), but they didn't talk politics. The RD Cadre, like the 
VC, were polite. In one way they were better than the strategic 
hamlet cadre, because then, three years ago, the cadre had made the 
people build the fortifications, but the RD Cadre built the wall 
around the hamlet themselves. (They were not supposed to do this. 

The point of the Revolutionary Development process -- the aim of RD 
Cadre activities -- was to encourage the people to involve themselves 
in their own self-protection, on the Government side. The real point 
of fence-building -- supposedly, by the people -- was to commit them, 
by their voluntary actions, to the Government. Rut it was late in 
the war really to achieve this very often. The people had been through 
it too many times.) 

The captain started to ask the old man some detailed questions 
about the VC village two kilometers to the north, and I walked around 
the thicket to see if anyone else were at home. The fish pond moat 
surrounded the clearing inside without a bridge that I could see; at 
one point I looked through the thick, wall-like vine leaves enclosing 
the moat to see a young woman squatting across from me, scrubbing 
’clothes in the pond. She looked up and smiled. The yard behind her 
was swept spotless, if dried mud can be called that: dirt with no 
dust on it. 

The captain caught up with me, with the interpreter, and we set 
off along another embankment. "I wouldn't put too much stock in 
what that man had to say," the captain said. 

"Why not?" 

I asked him what he did when the VC squads came near his house. 
Who did he tell? He said he didn't do anything; he didn't tell anyone. 
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I asked him how he thought the war would ever be over, how would 
there ever be security so that his son could grow up in peace, if 
everyone acted like that: if h e wouldn't even tell the district 
officials when the VC cane through. He said he was an old man. The 
Government soldiers couldn't protect him - the post was far away - 
and the VC would make trouble for him if he talked to the Government. 
It wouldn't do any good for anyone, and he didn't want to get into 
trouble. He said the war had gone on for a long time, and I told him 
it would go on for a lot longer when people like him refused to take 
any part in it." The captain was very irritated. I could see the 
old man's point pf view - we were pretty far away from the road now ■ 
but I didn't argue with the captain. 


I wanted to see one more household, so we headed for another 
clump of bamboo a hundred hards further from the road: "about as 
far as we ought to go," according to the captain. Again, the house 
inside was hidden from us till we penetrated the screen of bamboo, 
brush, and palm trees; then we were in a large dirt courtyard, sur¬ 
rounded by flowers in neat rows and lined on two sides by large ceramic 
flowerpots. I reflected again on how clean it was possible for a 
dirt yard to look: in contrast to the rural slums of C^n Gi V Sc, the 
district town a few kilometers away, where refuse littered the mud 
in the yards and ragged holes held stale water and sewage. 

A man and his wife, each looking about 55 but perhaps much older, 
greeted us warmly. After a few questions, they invited us all inside 
their house, where they had been having tea. The wife brought out 
new cups; her husband disappeared in back, then came out with a plate 
of store cookies. We each took one with our tea, and they did, too, 
then refilled the plate. They seemed pleased to have company. A 
little later the host - who had a round, witty face, and who darted, 
like his eyes, when he moved - brought out a package wrapped in pink 
tissue paper and began to unwrap it. I protested, but he spoke to 
the interpreter and went on unwrapping what seemed to be halvah, which 
he added to the plate. The interpreter explained, "He says he wants 
to have some, too," which seen*d to be true, so we relaxed. 
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Thc house looked prosperous. Dirt floor, neat as the yard out¬ 
side; heavy, carved furniture, brass lamps, screens, religious scrolls 
and pictures: very Victorian. The old man listened-carefully to our 
questions and gave long answers, gesturing with his eyes and hands; 
usually his wife, sitting over on the smooth wooden bed, joined in 
to add to the answers, sometimes intensely. 

We started with some of the same questions, but as the captain 
had predicted, moving off the road three hundred yards gave a twist 
to some of the answers. Yes, the Cadre had come by, once. They had 
taken a census, and left a doorsign. The man suddenly left the table, 
got a ladder and climbed up to a loft over the bed; he poked around 
under some tiles for a while, then came down brandishing a yellow sign 
with red numbers on it. When we nodded, he replaced it in the loft, 
climbed back and sat down at his tea, waiting for our next question. 

After a pause, I asked: "Why isn't it on his door?" 

The interpreter listened to his answer and said: "Last week 
many VC came to the house next to this and took down the doorsigns 
and tore up the family books. They didn't come to this house, but 
he thought he had better hide what the Cadre gave him, to keep it 
safe." 

W’e sat and looked at each other for a while, drinking our tea. 

The interpreter was very good. He put his questions in a gentle 
voice and listened carefully; the people seemed to trust him. He had 
lived in this area a long time. Ihe MACV advisors respected him very 
much; they thought he could be a good district chief. 

The captain asked the husband what he knew of Vbfoiic Lam, the VC 
village two kilometers to the south. "The people in Phouc Lam are 
much less happy than the people in Loc Tien." Why was that? "Because 
they get much artillery; they cannot live a peaceful life." The same 
was true, he said, of the VC village two kilometers to the north. 

The captain spread out his map and showed me the two villages, 
one on either side of Loc Tien II. "You see how crazy it all is," 
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he said; "they talk about this village being secured, while right 
up there, two kilometers away, there's a VC base area that ARVN 
won't go near. When ARVN gets close to it they start hitting mines 
and heavy harassing; they just don't go into it. But the VC come out. 

ihey live there, and the same down below here." The villages were 
frequently hit by artillery -- "though nobody will go in to find out 
what's happened" -- but the district chief was reluctant to use air 
strikes within the heavily-populated district. 

Were they bothered by artillery near this house? "Not now," the 
man said cheerfully. "Last year, when there were only PF's in the 
outpost, the VC came often and there would be much artillery; but now 
that there was an RF outpost, he did not expect there to be shelling, 
even if the VC did probe, unless they attacked the post." I recalled 
the earlier comment, that the presence of the RF's meant that ARVN • 
was less likely to steal poultry from the hamlet, and began to see 
an ironic meaning to the (welcome) "security" that a permanent Gov¬ 
ernment presence in the hamlet brought to the villagers. 

While he spoke of artillery, the shelling we had heard earlier 
had grown much louder, closer. Light was reflected off the glass of 
a picture frame behind the man's head, holding a red sheet of paper 
with Chinese characters on it; a sudden roll of artillery shimmered 
the light on the glass like the surface of a pond. "That may be 
PhSuc Lam they're shelling right now," the captain said; "though it 
sounds closer." 

"I am a Cao Dai," the man said. He gestured toward the religious 
ornaments around the room. "I pray every day for peace." 

When did he think the war would end? 

"I am an old man," he told the interpreter. "I have only a few 
years left. The war will not end while I am alive." 

Who did he think would win? 

He pointed up to the sky and answered briefly. "He says Heaven 
will decide, the interpreter said. "He docs not know who will win." 
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Whlch, then, would he like tc see win? There were only two 
answers he could give us, I was thinking: he was indifferent; or 
he wanted the GVN to win, "He does not care which side wins; he 
would like the war to be over," 

Would it make a difference to him if the VC won, I asked. How 
does he think his life would be different if the VC should win? 

He does not know• The VC who come to collect his taxes do not 
talk politics; so he really does not know what they would do or what 
they would be like if they were the Government." 

How does he think the long war started? Who began it? 

"People in cities have magazines and newspapers, and listen to 
speeches; they know about things like that. But people who live in 
the hamlets do not have a chance to learn about such things. He does 
not know how it started." 

On the subject of taxes, he said that his paddies yielded 50 gia 
(one gia = 20 kilos, a hectare - 2.5 acres) per hectare; of this, the 
landlord took 20 gia and the VC took 5. 

Did either the GVN or the VC troops do any bad things in this 
area? "Both Government troops and VC troops always behaved correctly."' 
The Government troops did not always pay when they needed food, but 
that was to be expected. 

The glass in the picture frame shimmered violently; but this 
time it was from a burst of automatic weapon fire that came from 
only 200 yards off. The captain started up, took his weapon and 
went outside with the interpreter. The old man and woman paid no 
attention; they didn't blink as they drank their tea, to the small 
arms any more than the shelling. I thought: they have heard this 
summer thunder, in bright daylight, for a long time. The captain 
and interpreter came back and sat down again; but the captain said 
he thought we should be going soon. 

We asked a few more questions, then got up to go, thanking them 
for their tea. The man spoke, smiling, to the interpreter, who turned 



- 14 - 


to me and said: "Now, before you go, he would like to ask you one 
question." 

As he said this, the automatic weapon opened up again, a long 
burst, this time from no more than 100 yards away. The captain went 
outside. "What is liis question?" I asked. The man spoke to the 
interpreter. 

"He says: You are Americans. He would like to ask you, in 
your opinion, when will the war end?" 

I glanced out the door; the captain was looking watchful, but 
relaxed. I turned back to the old man, who watched my face intently, 
with a polite smile, while I chose my words for the interpreter. 

"Tell him," I said carefully, "that I am glad that he has prayed to 
Heaven for peace. Say that 1 think that he is a virtuous man; there¬ 
fore, I believe the war will end while he is alive." 

As the interpreter translated this, the captain stepped inside 
the doorway and said, calmly, that he thought we should be moving 
along. I picked up my weapon, but the old man held out his hand on 
my arm and stopped Die for a moment, continuing his question. 

"He says that he is a Cao Dai, and though he has prayed for 
years for peace, peace'has not come. However, he knows some Catho¬ 
lics; and they believe that peace will come in the 2000 t * 1 year. In 
the Catholic calendar, this is the year 1966. So he thinks that per¬ 
haps peace will come in the year 2000. What do you think?" 

"Tell him I hope it will come much sooner than that," I said, 
backing out the door as a third burst sounded, about as far away 
as the last. The interpreter finished my answer, then came out, as 
our hosts waved goodbye, and walked quickly past me to the captain; 
they spoke briefly, and the interpreter moved out around a corner 
of the thicket. 

"With that automatic weapon, it could be a squad," the captain 
said softly. "Three or four, anyway. I don't know what they're 
firing at, probably harassing the hamlet because of the ceremony. 


We can t very well go back the way we came, now; too open. I think 
we'd better try to get them before they get us. OK?" He asked me 
to cover him; ho pulled back the bolt on his submachine gun and 
cocked it; I did the sane. As we moved through the bushes around 
the yard, I glanced back. Our hosts were standing in the doorway, 
watching; when they saw me looking, they waved again. 

On the other side of the thicket,,the captain moved in a crouch 
along a paddy embankment toward a second grove, in the direction of 
the shorts. It was now very quiet, except for the artillery. When 
he reached the grove he squatted next to a palm and gestured to me; 

I moved over to him, bending below the level of the tall rice, trying 
to remember what I had learned a long time ago about moving quietly. 

As I came up, he slid into a stream of water, moved across it, climbed 
up on the bank and disappeared into thick brush. After a moment I 
followed, feeling the cool water move up my boots, my pants, to my 
crotch as my boots hit mud at the bottom. Trying not to splash, but 
unable to avoid the sucking sound as my boots pulled out of the mud 
at each step, I crossed the stream and crawled up. The captain had • 
moved next to a hut, apparently deserted. As ho peered around the 
far corner, there was a short burst; very loud, though it did not 
have the sharp crack of bullets aimed directly at us. . The captain, 
however, had pulled back quickly from the edge of the hut, and we 
moved around the other side and tried to make out movement in.the 
undergrowth. He saw nothing. 

In the next twenty minutes, we crossed another stream and a pond, 
continuing to move around the outer edge of the thicket. The cold 
water was no longer a shock. The captain was concerned about finding 
the interpreter. Finally, he said, "If there is a squad, with that 
weapon, we're not well off here, with just two of us. We'd better 
try to find Wa. Anyway, I don't think they're shooting at us." 

There had not been any firing since we left the last hut. On the 
other side of one more canal we found Wa, who had been circling in 
the other direction. He said he couldn't tell what the firing was. 

We walked back along an embankment, keeping a watch to our rear. When 
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we reached the road, we walked back to the jeep. Our clothes were 
drying fast In the sun, except for our socks. 

I wanted to talk to the hamlet chief before we left, but a 
villager standing next to our jeep said that he had gone back to 
the district town with the convoy after the ceremony. 

It was now almost noon. As we drove out of the hamlet, past 
the berm the Cadre, had built, we saw several Cadre in a hut next to 
the entrance arch. I had the driver stop, and they came over to us; 
one turned out to be the leader of the RD Cadre Group. He had bushy 
hair and looked about fourteen, but was probably about 18 or 20. 

I asked if the Cadre had slept in the hamlets while they were 
working there. "Yes," the interpreter translated, but smiled slightly 
at me. Where had they been when the two hamlet chiefs were kidnapped? 
The answer was: the Cadre groups were "mobile" and they had warned 
the hamlet chiefs to move with them, but the chiefs were foolish and 
stayed in their homes. 

Did the leader think that the new hamlet chiefs would be safe 
enough to stay in their hamlets at night? The Cadre leader looked 
back at the RF outpost as he answered. 

"He says that if the troops in the outpost are active and operate 
at nighttime, the hamlets will be safe enough and the chiefs will 
sleep in the hamlet. 

An "if" answer to a direct question — like replies beginning, 
"The £lan is," or "it has been ordered, or agreed, that ..." -- was 
familiar to me after 18 months in Vietnam. The antidote, sometimes, 
was another question. Did the Cadre leader believe that the troops 
in the outpost would be active enough, and operate at night? The 
interpreter looked doubtful about putting' the question; "These men 
are RD Cadre, they are not military..." Ask him anyway, I said, I 

only wanted his opinion. Did he believe...? The interpreter asked 
him. 


"No." 
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Thcn, in his opinion, would it be safe enough, and would the hamlet 
chiefs stay at night? 

"No." 

But at this point, the Cadre leader bent over the jeep and began 
talking quietly and seriously to the interpreter. He talked for a 
long time; he suddenly seemed much older. At last the interpreter 
translated, while the Cadre leader looked down the road with a somber 
expression. 

"He says there is no security here. This hamlet is too insecure 
to be pacified. Twelve PF's are not enough to protect the people. 

If ARVN troops would come, and stay here, and operate at night, there 
would be a chance; but when ARVN comes at all, the units leave at four, 
five o'clock, and at night the VC come. The RF outpost will not make 
much difference to the people, because the RF's will stay inside their 
post at night. The Cadre were not here long enough to accomplish any¬ 
thing; but even if they had been here much longer, they could not have 
changed the people's attitudes, because the people are afraid. The 
six-point criteria have been met, but only on paper." 

How about eliminating the VC infrastructure, I asked. How had 
that criterion been met? "One member of the infrastructure was shot," 
one of the Cadre by the jeep answered. "There were six. The other 
five moved out of the hamlet while the Cadre were there; they, will 
come back now that the Cadre are leaving. 

"Anyway," the leader added, "there are other people still in 
the hamlet who would inform to the VC when they come through. There 
are many people in the hamlet who really sympathize with the Govern¬ 
ment: but they are afraid to identify themselves to the Cadre . They 

are afraid to say anything good about the Government. And that is 
still true, after ten weeks' work." 

After a pause, I asked the'interpreter to thank the leader for 
being so frank with us. We saw that he was sincere, and that he 
had done what he could. 
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"Ten weeks Is not enough to do anything, in an area like this, " 
the leader repeated. "But it doesn't make any difference; ten months 
would not have been enough, either. We worked hard, and we did the 
best we could; but the people do not really want to talk to us be¬ 
cause the VG are all around and they are afraid. Maybe somewhere 
else we can do more. Or here, when things are better." 

We offered the group a lift into town, and they all piled into 
the jeep. As we moved out toward Can Giyftc, and dry socks, I asked 
the interpreter to ask the Cadre if they knew what the firing had been 
about. Could they hear it? 

One answered, and the interpreter said: "He heard some firing. 

He thinks perhaps it was some other Cadre." I looked at the captain, 
who said: "Could be. I doubt it, that far off the road. But who ' 
knows?" 

"Ask them what the Cadre would have been firing about," I said 
to the interpreter. Another Cadre, hanging on behind me, gave an answer. 

"He says they may have been shooting to celebrate, because they • 
had finished their work here, and the hamlets were pacified." 

I 

* * • / 
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PREFACE 

In Junei 1968, I attended a conference at the Adlai Stevenson 
Institute, Chicago, on the subject, "Vietnam: Lessons and Mislessons." 

Harper and Rowe have now published an edited (mainly, reorganized) 
transcript of the proceedings, "No More Vietnams?", edited by Richard 
Pfeffer. The Atlantic Monthly published some excerpts in its November 
and December, 1968 issues (including several of my comments below). 

My own contribution at the Conference was in the form of extem¬ 
poraneous oral comments on the formal papers and discussion, generally 
bearing on "lessons of Vietnam." I reproduced transcriptions of these 
for RAND internal use earlier, and issue them now as a Paper in re¬ 
sponse to several requests. They have been edited lightly -- the tran¬ 
scriptions were very unreliable -- but they preserve oral syntax. 

(The edited version here differs very slightly from the published ver- 
sion.) 

I did not attempt to expand or modify my conference remarks, which 
were each subject to a strict four-minute limitation, and which were 
generally responsive to some specific preceding comments by others, or 
more often, to a written paper. Thus, in no case should my comments 
be interpreted as anything like a comprehensive, or adequate, or Indeed, 
more than suggestive discussion of the particular subject. (The com¬ 
ments on failure to learn, for example, and on "anti-learning mecha¬ 
nisms" -- referring to such phenomena as the one-year turnover in U.S. 
personnel, and deceptively optimistic reporting -- demand concrete ex¬ 
amples and amplification, which I propose to provide elsewhere.) Nor 
do they reflect my own sense of priorities on the most important les¬ 
sons of Vietnam. 

I have preceded each comment with a pertinent passage (in sone 
cases, one out of several) to which I was responding. And in the in¬ 
terests of historical honesty, or perhaps masochism, I have left in a 
prediction of mine -- on the probable fate of Saigon in 1968 -- that 
was not, I am happy to say, fulfilled. 
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SOME LESSONS FROM FAILURE IN VIETNAM 
Daniel Ellsberg 

The RAND Corporation, Santa Monica, California 


I_._ THE AMERICAN NAY OF WAR 


Theordore Draper: " 'Massive retaliation,' that mon- 

llllTi d ° Ctrine < of the 19 50’s, saved us from large- 
scale Intervention in Vietnam in 1954. But its suc¬ 
cessor, variously known as 'limited war,' 'graduated 

WreT? r flGXible reS P°- e •' °ot save ^ from 
1961 and"f ly larga ' 6cale intervention in Vietnam since 
1961 and especially since 1965. In fact, I think the 

doctrine of limited war' as it was worked out In the 

taln'o K° f 1950 ' 6 ° Ut8lde the government and 

Vi ty hG governinent 10 the 1960's must be held 
partially responsible for pulling us in." 


— Sberg : 1 do not really agree that it was the theory of 
limited war that encouraged Americans to favor our Vietnam decision 
in 1965. I think it was something else, some attitudes and expect* 
tions associated with the African way of war. 


Specifically, there has been In the U.S. since the Second World 
War a widespread belief In the efficacy and acceptability of aerial 
bombing, and in particular of bombing of a strategic nature, aimed 
at the will of the opponents via his industrial and population re¬ 
sources. This belief played a critical, if not decisive, role in 
getting us into Vietnam, In reassuring us, in giving us confidence to 

stay in, and then in stimulating escalation while keeping us reassured 
as to ultimate success* 


shoMld^^! Gxpre96ed ^ this paper are those c 
should not be Interpreted as reflecting the views c 

tion or the official opinion or policy of any of it 
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In 1961, the group of men moat in favor of an enlarged Inter¬ 
vention, including the sending of ground troops, was headed by Maxwell 
Taylor and Walt Rostow. These two pointed, as early as 1961, to the 
essential problem of stopping infiltration. They took the point of 
view, rightly or wrongly, that the problem in the South would be insol¬ 
uble until we were able to stop infiltration from the North, not as it 
was then but as it could becone. 

It was clearly stated by them that we must go in with the recogni¬ 
tion, especially if we were successful in the early stages, that we 
could anticipate a high level of infiltration, which sorrehow would have 
to be stopped. These people, both privately and publicly, indicated 
there was only one effective way to stop Infiltration - that, of course, 
wag through bombing. 

Thus, their recommendation for expanded U.S. involvement in 
Vietnam rested on the implicit assumptions that bombing would be 
used against the North when - as was likely - it became necessary, 
and that it would be effective. Kennedy may or may not have accepted 
this reasoning or conclusion; the record is not clear. However, 
given attitudes within the defense bureaucracy and the larger American 
public, it would have been difficult, even for the President, explicit¬ 
ly to reject this "solution" in advance. Really, no other proposal 
was ever seriously made for dealing with that essential problem. 

In 1965 - when we felt ourselves in trouble in Vietnam in a 
number of ways, especially with regard to the need to demonstrate 
our commitment - Johnson was not prepared imnediately to send troops; 
but one thing that came easy to an American president was a demonstra¬ 
tion by bombing. In other ways as well, bombing was the natural 
solution to our problems; it was the key ingredient in our policy 
that was going, one way or another, to make everything turn out all 
right. And in 1966 and 1967, despite disappointments, these same 
hopes persisted and sustained our continued and expanded involverent. 

Recently, a former Ambassador to the U.S. from Vietnam has ex¬ 
pressed a plea that, despite his deep pessimism about the prospects 
today in Vietnam, we should not precipitously withdraw. He said he 
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V«» our Immediate withdrawn 1 ,v.„ though he believed Ilf. 

under the Communists would be better then the continuation of thle 
-r: which since 1965 - not since 1961 or 1964, but since the boob- 
ng. of 1965 in South Vietnam and since -e care l„ there with our 
roops - has begun to demolish his society, to turn it into a vast 
zoo a vast refugee cap. Despite this belief, the Ambassador 
could not be for ending the war at the cost of a quick Cosmmni.t 
v ctory ccause he felt that would encourage the North Vietnamese In 
e r most aggressive aspects. In that case he foresaw that within 
five year, the Vietnamese would be doing thing. In Thailand which 
wo uld cause u, then totally to d estroy Vietnam - 

and S r;: Un * In ° f A '” erICa " 3 and ° Ur S “ bSe ' 5< ''" t bombing In North 
South Vietnam ha. not brought success; hence the bombing and 

she 1 i„ the South ha. gone on long ,„oug„ to disrupt the society' 

of South Vietnam enormously, and probably permanently. I„ g,„, r .,, 1{ 

local governments who call for American aid are in other respect. 

acting effectively, then any bombing w. may do need not last very 

long and the resulting damage will not be permanent. But If these 

g vernmcnts face a strong enemy who can frustrate them and the l' S 

and prolong the war, then the damage done by American bombs and 
artillery can be irrevocable. 

and ‘ ,re r iDe h “* ab °' ,t leSS0I,, f ° r U * '° about ourselves, 

lessons for others - Including those who might ash our aid In the 

future - to learn about us, from our experience In Vietnam and else- 

Ibe lesson which can be drawn here 1. on. the rest of the world 
am sure, has drawn more quickly than African, have: that, to para¬ 
phrase „ gap bombing—f8__as_Ame£lc^n_as_cherry_2>l^. if yo „ J 

vita u, in to do your hard fighting for you, then you get bombing and 
heavy shelling along with our troops. 

Ksny of u. In Vietnam believed that we were there because we 
should win, ,„d that we could win, though no. by the .method. had 
een using. Of course, I against the kind „ f bomblng ^ ^ 

can hear syself, with others, saying this hundred, and hundreds of 
cimes• 
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I protected myself, I ■■ sfrsld, from perceiving whst should 
hsv. been essl.y foreseeable - especl.Uy e.sy were 1 not African snd 
terribly reluctant to realize It - naeely, that If you bring In 
Americans like me. a, part of a he.vy U.S. combat Involvement, you 
are going to get both strategic and widespread tactical bombing and 

heavy use of artillery along with us, no smtter how critical these 
particular individuals may be of it. 

If you ask what will happen in Thailand If we go militarily 

end have to face prolonged opposition, the answer is bombing and 
shelling. 

If you ask what would have happened if the Dominican Republic 

had chosen to oppose us, the answer is that the Dominican Republic 
probably would have been heavily bombed. 

Indeed, a most ominous lesson is there to be drawn by the people 
of nations whose leaders might call for U.S. military support: that 
such a plea - if the national leader knew that the conflict would be 
long and the U.S. military commitment great - could amount to an act 
of treachery against his society. 

II. THE BASIS OF PUBLIC REVULSION 

f fnect " VhlU U ' S - 1" Vietnam was one 

apect of the broader post war pattern of U.S. expansion I 

previously referred to, the trauma resulting from the war 
was the product of a fundamental shift in attitudes toward 
he costs and benefits of American expansion. m 

involvement which In the I950’s could be viewed aa de,tr°Me 

£ l»W rfl n‘" ' he 1960,5 a h£ 8 hl * ^lous venture 

By 1967, of course, the costs to the U.S. - in money and 

:;zrr;:‘- of the vu “ - — 

rial°co 9 ts"^ 0 thG W C r ’ however ‘ focused less on these mate¬ 
rial costs than on the moral and ideological issues In 

comparison to the Korean War the Vietnamese war has been a 

of f 4 1 u?! y U " ,ited » * nd undestructive conflict. In one year 

was v!^ ln ?i al r St i CVery nV,J ° r Clty ln North flnd South Korea 
was virtually leveled to the ground. Up to mid-1968 the 

only major Vietnamese city which ha. received anything tike 

treatment was Hue. In Korea somewhere between No and 





three million civilians were killed directly or indirectly 
by the war. The civilian suffering in Vietnam, however bad 
it may be, was little by comparison. Senator Edward M. Kennedy 
estimates the civilian casulaties in South Vietnam at about 
100,000 a year, only some of which were fatalities. At that 
current rate, the Vietnamese war could thus go on for twenty 
years before the total civilian casualties (killed and wounded) 
in South Vietnam equalled the minimum estimate of civilians 
killed in Korea. 


American outrage at the war thus reflected less the war than 
it did the impact of TV and, more basically, a fundatrental 
change in American attitudes — official and inforncd toward 
American involvement in international affairs. It is, of course 
easy to say with hindsight that this change was predictable. 

It was also in fact, however, predicted. The shift in opin¬ 
ion on foreign policy in the mid-1960's "appears to be simply 
the latest manifestation of a regular alternation of American 
attitudes towards foreign affairs between introversion and 
extroversion. Using a variety of indicators, including naval 
expenditures, annexations, armed expeditions, diplomatic pres¬ 
sures, and attention devoted to foreign affairs in presidential 
messages and party platforms, Frank L. Klingberg has chartered 
these alternations in mood since the Revolutionary War. Be¬ 
ginning in 1776 American attitudes toward international affairs 
have gone through eight alternating phases of introversion and 
extroversion as follows: 


Introversion 


Extroversion 


1776-1798 1798-1824 
1824-1844 1844-1871 
1871-1891 1891-1919 
1919-1940 1940 


The periods of introversion thus averaged twenty-one years, 
those of extroversion twenty-seven years. Writing in 1951 
Klingberg confidently rejected the possibility of the U.S. 
then adopting the 'Gibraltar' politics advocated by Hoover 
and Taft and predicted that the U.S. was 'probably capable 
of great world leadership for another decade or more.' Ex¬ 
troversion still had sixteen years to run. Klingberg also 
suggested, however, that further in the future it was logical 
to expect America to retreat, to some extent at least from 

s ° T| l rt! l « , ? 0r } d involvement » and perhaps to do so sometime in 
the 1960 s. He was, if anything, a little too unsure of 
Ins own theory, for sixteen years later, the swing of intro¬ 
version came along right on schedule... 

...The in-swing of the Klingberg Cycle is clearly a fact, 
and it is precisely this fact that caused the national trau¬ 
ma over the Vietnamese War. At an earlier point in the cycle 
such a war would not have caused so much commotion. But not 
even Lyndon Johnson could successfully buck Frank Klingberg." 


6 


Ellsberg : Professor Huntington says the Vietnam war has led to 

an unprecedented revulsion in the minds of the American public, es _ 
sentially because of a cyclical change in American attitudes. If true, 
this would imply we are in for some twenty years of similar reaction 
against any sort of involvement, followed by some twenty years of ac¬ 
ceptance of any sort of involvement. 

This implication is made more specific by saying that the same 
sort of war waged earlier, with the same consequences, would not have 
evoked this reaction. I believe this is wrong. If we had taken the 
same action in Indochina in 1954 or in 1961 that we did in 1965, we 
would have become Involved that much sooner in the same kind of war, 
with the same prospects, and, in turn, would have gotten very much 
the sane reaction in the middle of the Klingberg cycle. Therefore, 
the notion of a cyclical change in American attitudes as the main ex¬ 
planation for the response is wrong. The revulsion is largely a re¬ 
sponse to this war: including among other things, the manner we got 
into it, the manner we have explained it, the manner we are conducting 
it, and perhaps above all, our evident lack of lasting progress or 
prospects of success. 

Speaking personally, and frankly, I must say that Professor 
Huntington's analysis -- insofar as it reveals his perceptions of the 
war and of the public's reaction to it -- distresses me very much. 
However, I don't want to dwell on my reaction to his description of 
the Vietnam war, which I had the fortune to witness fairly close up, 
as a relatively "limited and undestructive" war. What I wish to ex¬ 
plore here is the empirical question, when our government should anti¬ 
cipate widespread public reactions against such an involvement. 

Huntington's dismissal of the point that it could be the war it¬ 
self that led to revulsion is based on a comparison with Korea, in 
which he suggests that the relevant differences in the wars themselves 
should have led to greater acceptance of the Vietnam war than of the 
Korean war. Therefore, he concludes, the cause of the actual lesser 
acceptance could not be our acts in Vietnam. 
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But what is the relevant difference he considers? When we look 
closely, it is very simple: it is body count. In other words, the 
analysis here of the moral issue all comes down to the single dimen¬ 
sion of body count. I would suggest that this is as Inadequate a 
predictor of the public's feeling of moral revulsion as it is a pre¬ 
dictor of progress in the war. 

For one thing, the question of the perceived stakes at issue in 
the war is relevant. Specifically, the Vietnam war simply is not re¬ 
garded as a war of self-defense, whereas Korea virtually was: es¬ 
pecially early in the war, which was when most of the cifilian casual¬ 
ties were inflicted. In the summer of 1950, we had a vision of West¬ 
ern Europe being at stake, with satellite armies poised to profit from 
the example of successful aggression in Korea. This had, I suggest, 
great bearing on the acceptability of the infliction of damage on 
people who themselves were not threatening us. 

Moreover, the specific operations in Korea that were causing the 
casulaties were regarded as effective and even essential there. These 
same operations such as bombing that is not in close support. Sir 
Robert Thompson tells us -- and I feel sure he is correct -- have little 
impact on VC strength; yet at the same time, by their social and psy¬ 
chological effects within Vietnam, they strongly favor the longer-run 
political prospects of the VC. Therefore, regrettably, we have the 
spectacle of non-combatant casualties being inflicted in Vietnam, and 
massive refugee movements Imposed, by processes which qualified experts 
tell us are unnecessary, ineffective, and even counterproductive. 

Above all else, you have the factor of perceived failure and the 
very low likelihood of real success in the future. Moral, as well as 
practical, issues will surely arise at the point when this is perceived, 
for everybody for whom they did not arise earlier. Here, of course, 
is the enormous difference from Korea. 

It is simply not acceptable, in the eyes of many people, to kill 
as aoiiy people as we are doing in Vietnam, or even a much smaller num¬ 
ber, when theprocess of violence offers as little promise of success 
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U.S. are no larger than they seem there. To put It simply, a great many 
people In the country believe that you have to have very good reasons 
for killing Innocent people; and the reasons they now perceive for sus¬ 
taining the kind of operations we are pursuing In Vietnam just do not 
appear to be good enough. There may be a trend in attitudes here, es¬ 
pecially among youth; yet there would have been no lack of such people, 
making the same Judgment, If they had been confronted with the same war 
ten years ago. 

III. THE U.S. GOVERNMENT AS A SLOW LEARNER 

Richard Barnet : "The roots of the Vietnam failure lie more 
in the structure and organization of the national security 
bureaucracy than In the personality of the President or the 
ldiosyncracles of the particular group of foundation execu¬ 
tives, military commanders, Rhodes Scholars, and businessmen 
who have been the President's principal advisers during the 
escalation of the Vietnam commitment into the Vietnam War." 

Ellsberg : There Is no question the bureaucracy must bear substan¬ 

tial responsibility for our failure In Vietnam. The bureaucracy, of 
which I was fornerly a part, finds It peculiarly difficult to learn 
from failure: in large part because, for both bureaucratic and poli¬ 
tical reasons, failure can be neither recognized nor admitted. But if 
one Is to learn lessons at all from Vietnam, one must be prepared to 
draw lessons from failure, for that has been our dominant experience 
there. I am talking about the situation as It looks today and last 
year and that, of course, defines failure. Our experience to date there 
Involves failures upon failures. 

"Bureaucracy," I want it clearly understood -- more clearly than 
in Barnett's discussion -- Includes here the participants at the high¬ 
est levels of the United States government. I am really tempted to In¬ 
clude as well the Establlshnent, from which many of the top cabinet 
people were drawn. The performance of this "bureaucracy" In connection 
with Vietnam policy has been very bad, so bad It is very hard to char¬ 
acterize It simply as an aberration or bad luck. 

We could have foreseen that the enemy -- probably the most finely 
trained guerrilla organization In history -- would perform as well as 
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It did and that our bureaucracy and military would perform as Inadequate¬ 
ly as they did. Some people did foresee this. For example, Stanley 
Hoffmann attacked my defense of our expanded involvement on Just these 
grounds in 1965, when, representing the Administration, I confronted 
him at a teach-in. Iherefore, In this sense, It was foreseeable. But 
not to our "bureaucracy." 

There was ignorance about the problems, about the area, about the 
people, about ourselves. But there Is another related factor just as 
Important: the fact that the Ignorance persisted, that It diminished 

scarcely at all over time. Important U.S. decisions have been made on 
Vietnam since 1950, and especially since 1961. I participated in a 
small way in decisions In Washington In 1964-1965, and In Vietnam in 
1965-67. I have now had occasion to study both 1961 and 1963 in great 
detail. 

The bureaucracy was raising the same problems then — starting in 
the earliest years -- that we raise today, though in a different con¬ 
text. And some of these problems have been understood clearly, then 
and now. Yet the actual performance of our system for exerting Influ¬ 
ence and for deciding about and operating in Vietnam reveals not only 
Ignorance at every stage but also the persistence of Ignorance, the 
inability of the system in this particular sphere to learn from a very 
long record of experience. I don't believe the bureaucracy Is any 
smarter about this problem in 1968 than It was In 1965, or 1961, or 
1954. 

As a result of being In Vietnam, I became aware, over a long per¬ 
iod, of some of the sources of willful Ignorance, what one might call 
"anti-learning mechanisms" In the United States government. I think 
one can only appreciate this by viewing the performance up close. News¬ 
paper readers can not really get it. You have to be close to the de¬ 
cision-making apparatus to know how inexcusable sore of these things 
are, month after month and year after year. I draw from this not only 
a lesson about the limited ability of our system to learn and adapt, 
our inability, at least on some important occasions, to reduce our ini- 
tlal ignorance. I also draw a general policy indication, concerning 
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the prospects for U.S. intervention in areas and problems of which 
initially we know little. 

The "limitations of power" many people are talking about are 
really, I think, identifiable in many cases as limitations due to ig¬ 
norance and the inadequate ability of the system as it now exists to 
learn from experience and especially to learn from failure. 

We have a tendency to deny failures or to disguise failures by a 
process of self-deceit. Now, this might be viable if we were not also 
troubled by a tendency to activist intervention in large parts of the 
world where we do not know much to start with. 

I infer that we should be especially cautious about any policy 
that calls for activist intervention in these areas. There is no use 
Jumping in, no matter how important the problems seem to be, with the' 
objective of on-the-job training, because it just doesn't work. More¬ 
over, however nice it might be in Huntington's framework to have a 
super-CIA to facilitate more appropriate political intervention in 
these parts of the world, we do not now have any agency adequate to 
this role, and we could not have it next year or, in my opinion, in 
five years, or even longer. Therefore, it seems to me, one lesson we 
should draw concerns situations we should stay away from. 

IV. THE IMPACT OF NOT LEARNING 

Leroy Wehrle : "But despite our limited knowledge, and the 
desirability of understanding ourselves and others more, we 
still have to get up each morning, say to ourselves we do 
not understand enough, and then go out and try to deal with 
the world. To say that because of the tragedy of Vietnam, we 
no longer should be interventionists or activists or whatever 
words you want to use, is to miss a larger meaning which the 
world thrusts at us. I think that the balance U.S. foreign 
policy has struck during the last twenty years is still the 
right one, refined perhaps by what we have learned and the 
lessons in the mislearnings of Vietnam... 

"Finally, I would like to close on a point that has been a 
theme of this disucssion, namely, the mislessons of Vietnam, 
particularly to disagree with one of Mr. Rllsberg's lessons. 

"We have all agreed there have been mistakes, and mistakes 
compounded, but Mr. Ellsberg generalizes from this to conclude 
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that we have an anti-learning process built into govern¬ 
ment and therefore that we should be more reticent in our 
foreign policy elsewhere because we fall to learn from our 
failures. Stated In this generalized form, quit? apart from 
whether It is valid to Vietnam, I think this is nonsense. 

I can think of many counter-examples. For example, painfully, 
we turned around our policy in Iran. Because of the lessons 
of China, we have had a sensible policy regarding Taiwan, and 
the results have been fairly good on the social and economic 
but not on the political front. Korea is another example. 

"The United States government, like all of us, makes mistakes, 
sometimes learns from them and sometimes doesn't. We should 
not take as a datum of policy that it cannot learn, because 
the Implications of such a conclusion are severe." 

Edwin Reischauer : "If we all came to these problems as child¬ 
ren, with completely open minds, we would probably learn quickly. 
However, we do not examine them that way. We come to Asian 
problems, for example, with wrong conceptions. It therefore 
takes a long time to relearn. 

"I don't think, In relation to Mr. Ellsberg's terms of will¬ 
ful Ignorance, that we have to try to perpetuate ignorance. 

The human mind tends to operate In this way. It Is human nature. 

"With regard to Asia and what we have pointed out here, I am 
rather surprised that we have managed to learn within twenty 
years that we are on the wrong track. This Is pretty good 
for man." 

Ellsberg : Obviously a major lesson of Vietnam is that we must 
know ourselves better. My experience in Vietnam has led me to be¬ 
lieve we do not know enough about at least one aspect of ourselves 
-- that Is, the learning properties of our bureaucracy and govern¬ 
ment. Let me dismiss as a straw man, one caricature of my earlier 
remarks. Obviously, the issue is not that we cannot learn, or that 
we never learn, or that we never learn fast or effectively enough. 

The Issue is that we often need to learn a great deal more and faster 
now, even In the most urgent situations, our adaptive processes some¬ 
times lead only to amazingly and disastrously slow and unreliable In¬ 
terpretations and changes. 

That this is a simple point does not reduce Its significance. 

Mr. Wohlstetter, In the Fifties, was very important In drawing im¬ 
plications for our strategic plans and posture from what seemed a 
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very simple perception -- that electronic messages take time to be 
communicated and can be Interrupted by some physical phenomena. Now, 
it would not seem that this was a great physical discovery. However, 
at that tine our strategic plans were formulated as If this were not 
the case, as If messages travelled instantaneously and were thoroughly 
reliable. 

Similarly, the perception that organizations, in certain situa¬ 
tions more than others, have bureaucratic, and not merely human, pro¬ 
perties which involve peculiarly bureaucratic insensitivities, blind¬ 
nesses or distorted incentives that delay learning, or slow up learn¬ 
ing, or make learning uncertain: this perception Is not as much In our 
consciousness for purposes of analysis and planning and policymaking 
as I think It should be. 

It is especially Important to try better to estimate the odds 
and the speeds of learning when one is involved In giving advice. 

Many of us In this room have been In the position time after time, of 
giving advice whose appropriateness was premised upon the United 
States government or that of another country changing Itself fast and 
in Important ways. I can easily name specific examples of advice in 
which the speed with which governmental change would occur was criti¬ 
cal to the appropriateness of that advice. Yet in few cases did the 
advisors concern themselves with that Issue and, if they did, they 
rarely give the right answer. Their advice, consequently, often led 
to very bad results. To give advice in the hope that all of one's own 
preferred tactics or Instruments can and will in fact be adopted is 
often terribly unrealistic; and it can be dangerous and even Irrespon¬ 
sible if we know that this is not the way It is going to be. It Is 
very Important in designing and giving advice, in other words, to ask 
oneself how that advice Is likely to be carried out. 

I want to illustrate generalization with a very narrow but impor¬ 
tant prediction with regard to Vietnam and elsewhere. 

I think that at least one great failure probably still lies ahead 
of us in Vietnam. Saigon, to my mind, is unlikely to survive this year 
and, Indeed, perhaps even unlikely to survlvie the summer. I make 
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that prediction here because it illustrates my point. 

Many, people in the bureaucracy can see that this eventuality would 
be disastrous for us, whether you think in terms of negotiations or 
anything else. Saigon, of course, is preeminently the "oil spot,” 
more and more, almost the only one; with a few other cities and towns, 
it is the home of the supporters of the GVN, people who have been driven 
to Saigon by what Huntington regards as our "modernizing instruments” 
in Vietnam, bombs and artillery. It is easy to see that, on any point 
of view, it is not in our interest to destroy Saigon. But I think it 
probably will be destroyed -- and by us -- because it is in the interest 
of the Viet Cong to move us to do so. And the Viet Cong understand us 
better, perhaps, than we understand ourselves, and they understand how 
difficult it is for us to change our habits and how unlikely such change 
is. I think we will not learn fast enough. 

I would say that it is important to prevent our destroying Saigon, 
and that it can, in principle, be avoided. The President can give an 
order, and it could be effective. But it is essential in arriving at 
appropriate policies -- in this case, as in others -- to ask: Will he 
in fact give that order, and to what degree will it be effective? 

My own Judgment in this instance, right or wrong, is that the Presi¬ 
dent can keep our bombers from bombing populated areas in cases of iso¬ 
lated Viet Cong incursions into Saigon. But in a desperate situation, 
where bombers appear the only way to save American lives and the 
American presence, the President probably would not, in the fact of the 
advice he will get from the military, resist the call for measures that 
would destroy Saigon — perhaps all at once, perhaps district by dis¬ 
trict. 

First, it is worth enormous resources to prevent the Viet Cong 
from getting into Saigon at all, in large numbers. This means a re¬ 
deployment of our forces, which we have not yet carried out to the nec¬ 
essary extent, and probably won't. 

Second, once we realize in a particular case that we are very un¬ 
likely to learn fast enough, we must conclude time is strongly against 
us; and our attitudes in negotiation should reflect this conclusion. 
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The longer we allow the fighting to go on, the more difficulty we will 
have, because the VC have gotten our number: they have an effective 
tactic to use against us, and sooner or later they are likely to use 
It. In fact, they have found a way to exploit our reflexes -- In Sir 
Robert's terms, a jujitsu technique. Thus, our bargaining position Is 
likely to get worse over time, not better. 

Finally, it Is essential, I think, to study the governmental and 
military learning process itself to learn much more about Its limits 
and how one can speed it up. 


V. U.S. INTERVENTION. OCCUPATION. AND REFORM 

Samuel Huntington : "A second problem concerns 

the effects of American efforts to promote social reforms. 

So long as American efforts remain relatively small and are 
limited to the carrot and the stick of economic assistance 
and its denial, the impact of these efforts on social change 
will be relatively small. Where the U.S. massively inter¬ 
venes in a society, however, its effects on the promotion 
of social reform, economic change, and modernization are 
likely to be overwhelming and revolutionary. American 
liberals frequently think of U.S. involvement in the politics 
of another country as inherently biased on the side of the 
status quo. This is, however, only a half-truth. In fact, 
there would appear to be a direct correlation between the 
scope and direction of American involvement. The more ex ¬ 
tensive the American involvement in the politics of another 
country, the more progressive or reform-oriented is its im ¬ 

pact on that country . In those countries which it has governed 
militarily or colonially the impact of the U.S. has generally 
tended to undermine and destroy the traditional order, promote 
social and economic equality, expand human welfare, and 
stimulate economic development. In the years since World War 
II, for instance, rapid and thoroughgoing land reforms have 
(with one exception) been carried out under two auspices: 
Communist revolution (China, Vietnam, Yugoslavia) and Ameri¬ 
can military occupation (Japan, Korea, and, at a second remove, 
Taiwan). The only other country which has carried out a land 
reform as sweeping as these is Bolivia, and that was done 
by a revolutionary government financed by the United States. 

The revolutionary and modernizing impact which a massive 
American presence has on a foreign country is in part the 
result of conscious desire to promote reform and in part 
simply the byproduct of the exposure of a traditional culture 
to the ways of an egalitarian, affluent, liberal, modern 
society. On the other hand, where the American presence 
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Is relatively limited -- and in particular, of course, where 
the American governmental presence is limited -- the net 
effect of the American impact tends to be much more conserva¬ 
tive, witness most of the states of Central America.” 

Ellsberg : 1 am very disturbed by several lessons Professor 

Huntington has drawn from experience. This, by the way, does not 
lead me at all to think one should avoid learning lessons; I think 
that is essential, and it is not at all too early that there be 
efforts such as the one we are on. 

Professor Huntington has generalized that the more extensive 
the American involvement in the politics of another country, the 
more progressive is its impact on that country. He several times 
alludes to a possible relationship between intervention and reform. 

Now, the first thing that strikes me about this proposition is 
that Vietnam itself provides a spectacular counter-example. The 
period of our Intervention in Vietnam -- which includes the period 
from 1950 on, and especially from 1954 on -- cannot be described 
in general as a progressive or reform-oriented interval by any means. 

One thing, perhaps, that might have misled Professor Huntington 
-- it has misled a lot of other people -- is the amount of talk there 
has been about reform, generally from lower-level staff members, 
and, occasionally, official pronouncements. When he refers to the 
stress on reform by people in State and CIA, he is mainly talking 
about the FSCVs who accompany visitors to Vietnam. But this does 
not characterize very much of what their superiors have said, in 
official, internal policy statements and decisions, and it character¬ 
izes even less what we have effectively done. 

Stress by the U.S. Government on reform in Vietnam has been 
virtually entirely verbal , and after the long period we have been 
in Vietnam it hasn f t had much impact. Verbal stress, it turns out, 
does not create psychological stress in the minds of the people we 
are advising, or any real impulse for reform. We have obviously not 
been an effective influence for reform in Vietnam. Talking about 
land reform, or talking about anything else, has meant essentially 
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nothing. 

In fact, if you look at examples that seem to support Huntington's 
case, they can be much more precisely defined. The critical factor 
is not presence but occupation. It is as simple as that. When we 
Americans occupy a militarily defeated country and are not plagued 
by a continuing resistance in the country, experience shows a con¬ 
siderably progressive and reform-oriented impact. But experience 
does not show whether those efforts would have survived a resistance 
movement. We have not been tested on that. 

Incidentally, I know that the historical examples of U.S. occupa¬ 
tion misled many people in the Administration in their predictions of 
the benign effects of a great American build-up in Vietnam. Many 
of them had had experience in military government in places like 
Korea, Japan or Germany, and this led them to think of us as inevitab¬ 
ly a force for reform. But lacking in Vietnam the responsibility we 
had in occupied countries for the long-term political and economic 
development of the country, we were in no sense effectively a force 
for reform. Therefore, to accept your proposition. Professor Hunting- 
ton, would surely lead us greatly astray in countries where we do not 
propose fully to take responsibility. 

Samuel Huntington : "I disagree with you on the specifics of 
Vietnam and the nature of our impact. If you want to go 
back over the period since 1954, the more we have become in¬ 
volved, the more we have had precisely the sort of impact 
which the proposition states we will have. 

When you talk about occupation, that is precisely the point. 

Ihis is an extreme case of American intervention. The logic 
of your argument seems to suggest that if we only did go in 
and take over Vietnam and run it the way Korea was run or 
Japan was run, we would have these effects. Here it seems 
to me you are focusing on an extreme case and building an 
argument for even more intervention." 

Ellsberg : I certainly do not want to be misunderstood in my 

remarks. I was interpreting your proposition. I believe it is 
wrong to say that there is anything like a smooth function relating 
intervention and a progressive impact. 
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As we have increased our presence militarily, economically, 
politically and in every other way, we have, of course, demolished 
the society of Vietnam. From a very long term view, this is what is 
happening right now. Out of this ruin, perhaps, one might say some 
benefit may come, at great cost. However, in any case, we are per¬ 
ceived by the Vietnamese, correctly, as having first supported the 
French regime and secondly, the Diem regime; hardly progressive re¬ 
form governments, whatever else they were. Finally, we are seen now 
as having saddled them with a deplorable military regime with essen¬ 
tially nothing to recorrmend it. Ihis has been our impact, and it is 
creating intense anti-Americanism. 

As for occupation, I am scarcely suggesting that is the solution. 
Conceivably it would haveled to more reform but that isn't the only 
criterion anyway. I do not believe it would be acceptable either in 
Vietnam or the United States, nor should it be. 

Even with respect to the past, I would again ask whether the 
occupation of Japan or Germany could have had the reforming effect 
it did, had it been confronted with an ongoing insurgency. 


VI. THE RELEVANCE OF POLITICAL REFORM 

The references to Sir Robert Thompson's views below are to his 
oral remarks at the Conference and to recommendations scattered 
through his paper, "The Strategy of Intervention." The last part of 
the comments refer to the following passage: 


Sir Robert Thompson : "As part of the process of strengthen¬ 
ing the government's assets, the question will arise as to 
Just how far the major power can, in support of the aid prp- 
gram, bring political pressure to bear on the local govern¬ 
ment to undertake 'the needed reforms' expected of it. 

Great caution has to be exercised in this sphere to avoid 
creating either an issue where it did not exist or resent¬ 
ment by the local government being pressured to reform to 
an unacceptable pace. ... 




"When a government Is under pressure in time of war or in¬ 
surgency and its main concern is the defense of the country, 
there will always be a tendency to hold firmly to the reins 
of power, to impose restrictions, to rely on the faithful 
and to ignore the 'nervous Nellies.' There will be few 
opportunities to press for 'the broadening of the administra¬ 
tion.' It was interesting to watch this same process in 
action in the United States during 1967. One could almost 
hear the ghost of President Diem saying to President Johnson, 

"Mr. President, why don't you broaden the base of your ad¬ 
ministration?" 

Ellsberg : It was very heartening to hear a very American "can 

do" attitude sounded by Sir Robert Thompson. His remarks could al¬ 
most be paraphrased by the old Seabee slogan, "the difficult we do 
immediately, the impossible takes a little longer." But we must 
address ourselves to the question of whether time is really a solvent 
for all our problems. 

All the measures Sir Robert has proposed would have been useful 
at the various times he proposed them, would have been worthwhile, 
would have strengthened the situation; they were, in fact, necessary. 
But, was there any likelihood of any of these being done in Vietnam? 
They were not in fact done, and -the high odds that they would not be 
done should have become clear to us very early in the game in Vietnam. 
Regarding administrative strengthening, policing, intelligence im¬ 
provements, and the other things he describes in looking at the 
strategic hamlet program, it is frequently said that the governing 
concepts were good but that they were carried out badly. But it was 
incumbent on us to ask in the beginning whether it was likely for 
them to be carried out, by a government like Diem's advised by 
Americans. 

I believe there are only two ways that one could imagine these 
kinds of steps having been taken, and both ways, really, are ruled 
out by Sir Robert. 

One would have been a comprehensive kind of American control. 
Certainly the success in Malaya reflected not British ’advisors" 
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but British control. The British wcr. in . position to run « 
in Malays. Could the Americans from the beginning have exerted the 
same hind of control in South Vietnam? In any case, they were not , . 
inclined to Intervene to that extent, for that purpose. 

The other method would have been .ore hind of popular Vietnamese 
pressure. Hr. McDers»tt suggest, we should help the people centre 
their government. In principle, this is not an unthinkable sort 
assistance. But Sir Kobert deprecate, this ,ulte strongly. 

1 would argue that such political change in the relation, be¬ 
tween governed and governors has many positive implication, or the 

a f-Vu» feasibility even of the administrative 
success of the venture and the feasibility ev 

change. Sir Robert wants. Tahe administration as an example. Wlthou 
detailed and Informed pressure by the United States a, the interven ng 
power. 1. it imaginable that the Diem government would have ac eve . 
the hind of spontaneous strengthening of administration Sir Robert 
wants? In fact, even with that pressure there was a weakening o 
administration from 1954 to 1964 largely due to political factor,. 

Similarly, talent that could have been drawn bach from France 
and other part, of the world was excluded from government either 
deliberately or because the person. Involved would not assoctate 
selves with a government of the nature of Diem's. The same is true 
of the governments after Diem. They have denied themselves this hind 

of administrative talent. 

Moreover, even the best administration in the world would not 
have survived the fall of Diem, which was a direct result of defer ve 
political relationships between governed and governors. I **■*• 
therefore, that Sir Robert’, sarcasm about U.S. talh and effort. « 
broaden Diem’, regie* is » little -H— ~ 

and especially in vie. of the analog. Sir Robert draws to he dohnon 
Administration. One almost has a feeling that his sarcast c co ’ 

about how LBJ would have received a suggestion to broaden hi, govern 

ment.were written before March 31, 1968. 

lb, fact is that our own government was toppled at that point. 
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At least, It came as close to It as our system allows, and by very 
much the same kind of agitation that toppled Dlero, and for many of 
the same reasons. The Congress having been bypassed in 1965 and 
Inadequately consulted since then, the public having been Ignored and 
misled, resentments were built up which created a situation where the 
President of this country was not able to get easily and safely to 
airports and auditoriums to campaign -- Just as, as early as 1961, I 
observed that Diem needed large military escorts to get to the airport. 

Failure has always been over-determined In Vietnam but, in the 
case of Diem, it happened at least in part because he disregarded 
the advice we had given him to do something to improve popular support 
for his regime. 
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SUBJECT: MC LEK 


V 


(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


DATE: July 31, 1971 


1 - Mr. Brennan 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

1 - Mr. Wagoner 


Brennan. C.D. . 

CaUakan _ 

Casper_ 

Omrad _ 

Dal hey_ 

Gale_ 

Ponder_ 

Rom** _ 

Ttrel_ 

It altera_ 

Soyara _ 

Tele Room __ 

Holme* _ 

Candy_ 


On the evening of 7/30/71 S pecial - Agen t -(GA) __ 

Washington Field Office, forwarded the attached raateri 




which had been received by 
_ J 

^Office of the Secretary o 



_on 7/29/71 from 

dense. 



The attachment is a compilation of a long list of names of 
persons who were repoidedhMccojmgcted with the task force that prepared 
the ’’McNamara Study. " IpLsSBih .’Xplained that various people had been 
requested to compile lisfs based on their recollections and that there ' 
has been no confirmation of the fact that all persons listed were * 
actually involved in task force matters. 


The principal list is dated 7/27/71 and it is supported by 
seven attachments. 

€W®§^^Qsaid that it is his understanding a copy of the 
attachment was sent to the White House and may have been the basis for )/ j • 
the 17 names listed in the attachment to the President's letter to the / 
Director wherein he requeste^hatinformation on these 17 individuals 
be sent to Mr. Egil Krogl^^^^^^J^.v , as instructed to get all possible 
information on these 17 incovulualssince the Bureau is considering having 
interviews conducted with all those not previously interviewed. 


ACTION: 
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RWrams a/ 


Enclosure 
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For record purposes. 
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- Mr. Sullivan 

- Mr. Mohr 

- Mr. Bishop 

August 2, 1971 

- Mr. Dalbey 

- Mr. Brennan 

- Mr. Wannall 

- Mr. Wagoner^.* 
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Memorandum 7/31/71 advised that we would send through undeJ 
date of Tuesday, 8/3/71, material to be sent to Mr. Egil Krogh of the White 
House regarding Daniel Ellsberg, principal suspect in the leak of the "McNamara 
Study" and 16 other individuals. In this connection, the President by letter 
to the Director received 7/30/71 requested that this information be furnished 
to Mr. Krogh, whom he had directed to examine in depth circumstances of the 
many recent disclosures of Top Secret and other sensitive material. Letter to 
Mr. Krogh with material we have compiled is attached. 

Information which we have included regarding Ellsberg relates not 
only to his background and apparent connections with the disclosure of the 
"McNamara Study" but also to public admissions of his connections with this I 
disclosure and his change of attitude toward the Vietnam war from one of 1 
support to one of active opposition. / 

With regard to the 16 other individuals on whom we have compiled 
data for Mr. Krogh, we have noted that five of them have been interviewed 
during the Ellsberg investigation and the actual reports of interviews have been 
included as a part of the memoranda compiled. This is in compliance with the 
specific request of the President. With respect to the sixth individual, Charles M. 
Cooke, we have noted that we endeavored to interview him 7/21/71 but he 
-declined in the absence of specific clearance from the Deputy Attorney General. 

We called this to the attention of the Attorney General in the past, advising 
we would make no further efforts to talk to Gseke.aJ: this time 

V0& "Pffw? *; v/'iV, O 

In view of White House interest in this'matter, in our cover' i' i 
communication to Mr. Krogh we are advising that if he concurs we will proceed 
with interviews of the 10 remaining individuals whom werbuLve nr»t inter 
viewed. This, of course, does not include interview with Ellsberg at this time. 

Since the President has designated Mr. Krogh to examine this 
matter in depth, Mr. Krogh may well be in touch with thrATforney'General and. 
accordingly we feel we should send to Attorney General as well as his Deputy / 
and Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division, copies of the \ / 
material we have compiled for Mr. Krogh. \\( 

fisfr”' ic r* 

ACTION - CONTINUED OVER 
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Memorandum for Mr. Brennan 
Re: MC LEK 

ACTION: 


(1) Attached for approval is a communication to Mr. Krogh 
transmitting the requested material. 


(2) Attached is a proposed letter to the Attorney General, with 
copies for Deputy Attorney General and Assistant Attorney General, Internal 
Security Division, enclosing copies of the memoranda compiled for Mr. Krogh. 
If approved, this letter will also go forward. 
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1 - ivir^^ullivaa * 

1 - Mr, Mohr 
1 - Mr, Bishop 
1 - Mr. Dalbey 
1 - Mr. Brennan 

/■ ~ 1 “ Mr. Wannall 

"Jy /) ( q ^ n ^ BY LIAISON 1 ~ Mr * Wa §oner 


August 2, 1971 

- 


The President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. President: 

I have received your letter of July 29. 1971 
wiich requested certain information for Mr. Egil Krogh 
relative to our continuing investigation of DaniefEllsbere 

Mr^Kro^h r f °h r r atl0n f egar ‘ U, « Individuals of interest B~ • 
repent m i 1 " ' 3 examlna tion ol the circumstances of many 

SSfiSST"' ot Top Secrot andother »2ai 

. The formation Is being complied and will be 
your request? “ y ‘° Kr ° Sh *" accorda "« with 

Sincerely yours, 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 


WASHINGTON 


July 29, 1971 


Dear Edgar: 

I have directed Egil Krogh to examine in depth the 
circumstances of the many recent disclosures of top 
secret and other sensitive material to the public. It 
is vital to the security of this country that appropriate 
and immediate steps be taken to correct the procedures 
and practices which have led to such disclosures. 

To assist Mr. Krogh in this project, I ask that you 
forward to him as soon as possible: 

(1) All information acquired to date, 
including individual reports of interviews, 
with respect to those persons named on 
the attachment to this letter; and 

(2) A comprehensive background paper on 
Daniel Ellsberg; 

and to provide him with such other further information or 
investigation as he may, in the future, request. 

Please keep Mr. Krogh up-to-date on the results of your 
continuing investigation into this matter. 


Sincer" 1 *' 



Honorable J. Edgar Hoover 
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation - 
Department of Justice /-/• V /Q 

Washington, D. C. 20530 REC'10 --- ——■ 


Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, HONOLULU (65-1081) (RUC) 

^TIRTFPT* IMP T FI 

[NATIONALITIES intelligence) 
00: Los Angeles 


Re Bureau airtel to Albany dated 7/21/71. 

wing investigation was conducted by- S A — . 
at Honolulu, Hawaii: . . • 

Confidential informants who are familiar with some 
phases of New Left activity in Hawaii were contacted on 
7/27/71 and advised they had been furnished no information 
bearing on ELLSBERG’s past or present connections with New 
Left Peace Groups and similar organizations of a subversive 
nature: 








In addition the following agencies were contacted 
and advised their files contain no information concerning 
ELLSBERG: 

LLHJBM1W IHIIIi - 

Attorney General's Offic^-V** S7 

Honolulu, Hawaii 7 ¥ 06 0 - / 


Bureau 

2 - "Los Angeles 
1 - Honolulu 
TC/ctm 
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. f indices of the Honolulu Office contain no 

information concerning ELLSBERG.f 
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TO: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 


FROM (TtAf JC^^S AC, 




OMAHA (65-849) (P) 




SUBJECT: CMC LEK 

(RATI 




nationalities intelligence) 

00: Los Angeles 


Re Bureau airtels, 7/21/71. 

Check of Postal Inspectors, Dos Moines, Iowa, indicates 
that "New York Review of Books", Post Office Box 79, Des Moines, 
Iowa, a subscription promotion box number of Cowles Publications 
Communications, 111 10th Street, Des Moines, Iowa, box 
discontinued as of 7/15/71. 



For information of Bureau and receiving offices, 
Cowles Publications (Look Magazine), Des Moines, Iowa, has 
utilized box numbers for magazine subscription promotion both 
for their own publications and for other publications in 
Des Moines, Iowa, for sometime, however, recently Cowles has 
discontinued this subscription promotion practice. 

For further information of the Bureau and receiving 
offices, a review of the records of the Des Moines, Iowa, 

Public Library indicates publication ,r New York Review of Books", 
a bi-weekly publication of a literary nature. 
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Q- Bureau (RM) 

2 - New York (RM) 

1 - Los Angdos (105-27942) (info)(RM) 

1 - Boston (65-5236)(info)(RM) 

2 - Omaha 
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felTueir tQc^jal Agent in Charge 


Sent 
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I . - - ■ ji, 

• " •’ The publication is published in New York, New * ■ 

York, and the headquarters is located at 250 West 57th 
Street, New York City, zip code 10019. «. . 



A. Y/HITNEY ELLSWORTH is its publisher and one 
of its editors is a BARBARA EPSTEIN. 

‘ 4 A review of library records indicated that the 

March 11, 1971, issue of "New York Review of Books" «t 

carries an article, "Laos: What is Nixon Up To?" DANIEL ; *. ; 
ELLSBERG is credited with being the author of this 
article. 
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LEADS : 

NEW YORK 

AT NEW YORK CITY, NEW YORK , will obtain back issues, 
of "New York Review of Books" March 11, 1971, issue which . * 
contains article entitled "Laos: What is Nixon Up To?", by 
DANIEL ELLSBERG, and furnish same to Bureau by airtel. 

OMAHA 


AT OMAHA. NEBRASKA, will contact sources familiar 
with New Left activity within the Omaha Division and furnish 
results to Bureau and Los Angeles. 
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U>n .ED STATES DEPARTMENT Of- JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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Report of: 

Detc: 


Field O.'ticc fi*e r: 



JUL 2 8 1071 


f-5-63V> 


ODice: IMlrdctlphlt, Pz • 

cwcoif nie #, 65-74060 


Title: 
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Date: 7/28/71 


Transmit the following in 

C ' , 

Alrtel 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


u 




TO: 


DIRECTOR, FBI ( 65 -7^060) 


FROM: SAC, CLEVELAND (65-3521) (P) 

°(mc 


RE: ' VMCLEK, 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
00: Los Angeles 


ReBuairtel to all offices 7/21/71. 

A review of Cleveland indices and contact with logical 
sources familiar with the established Left, the New Left, and pee 
groups failed to develop any information indicating ELLSBERG*s 
past or present connection with such group in the Cleveland area. 


( 2 )- Bureau (RM) 
cL - Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
2 - Cleveland 
TAC:jev 
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tx-ios 
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JUL 30 1971 
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Special Ag^nt^n Charge 


Sent 
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(Type in plaintext or code) 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, ATLANTA (65-1729) ( RUC > 

SUBJECt RmC L EK^ 

(Nationalities Intelligence) 

((00:Los Angeles) 

Re Bureau airtel to All Offices, 7/21/71* 
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Indices of Atlanta Office and contacts with 
informants familiar with activities and organizations 
of a subversive nature in Atlanta were negative 
regarding DANIEL ELLSBERG excej^^^y^^^mationset 
forth in Atlanta report of frA- ^^^-^ ^^ ^^-^a dated 
7 / 22 / 71 , concerning distribution - of document entitled 
"Pentagon Viet Nam Study - Top Secret - As Published 
in the New York Times" at conference of Peoples Coa¬ 
lition for Peace and Justice (PCPJ), Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, 6/25-27/71* 






0 s - Bureau (RM) 

2 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 
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reporting office 

DENVER 

OFFICE OF OKI6IN 

LOS ANGELES 

OATS 

7/27/71 

IN VESTI6 ATI Vf' »ERlOO 
* 

7/23/71' 

. * 

TITLE OF CASE 

DANIEL ELLSBERG 

L . y- - UL-S . -j 

REPORT MADE BY 

It 

r?». 

typed f 

CS 


CHARACTl 


!X$E 


ESP - X 




REFERENCE: 


Denver report of 

Denver teletype to Bureau 7/21/71; 
Bureau teletype to Los Angeles 7/22/71. 



- P - 


LEADS : 

DENVER DIVISION 



AT DENVER, COLORADO: u jj , 

Per referenced report, will await decision of II'J^Tj ^ // , 

Departmental officials in Boston, Massachusetts, regarding I , ip/ ' ‘Jj 
service of subpoenas on BURT WALLRICH and ANNE GUILFOILE, I II 
701 South Washington Street. [ /* j 



cop.efMAocy' L/V( \ 

(8>-Bureau (65-73454) (RM) 

2- Boston (65-5236) (RM) 

(1-USA, Boston) 

3- Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
(1-USA, Los Angeles) 

2-Denver (105-4507) 


D* **em1notion Record of AttocKed Report 


- _ ~ v F sF' 


How rwd. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


*; 


Copy to: 1-USA, Boston, Massachusetts 

1-USA, Los Angeles, California 


Date: 


July 27, 1971 
Field Office File It 105-4507 
Title: DANIEL ELLSBERG 



Office: Denver 


Bureau File #: 65—73454 
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'•* -f 
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Cf) or octet: ESPIONAGE - X 


Synopsis: 


_ immHmmmmmrnmi Daniel Eiisberg, 

interviewed. ^^g^^^^^ooperaTTvebut could furnish 
no pertinent ^Tformation classified documents being 
ELLSBERG's possession. 


- P - 


DETAILS: 


,i t 

vi ) 

.♦ * 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; h and hs contents 
arc not to be distributed outside your agency. 

B. 1. govlxxmlxt Pit o* Tore or net: ine o * w»« 
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• FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIwn 
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Dolt of tronscrlpllon. . 7/27/ZL- 
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:r~ -y*idifcBltaiaitg&ttS -•-*■. -nrff nn,; 

1'iTLL ELLSBERG, has visited him on occasion in 
past, but as best he can recall^ 

ELLSBERG f s last visit was over a year^a'g oZ ““fie i ’recaufl¥< 
that ELLSBERG f s present wife, PATRICIA, was with 

last two visits, both of,which were 
of going skiing. At the time of the 
first of the two last visits, ELLSBERG was not yet 
married to PATRICIA. 


ELLSBERG on the 
for the purpose 



_ _ _ could recall no visit in August, 

1969, and stated th^JELL^Bj^g^siJed him less fre¬ 
quently than he did ~v. -7 r : , another relative 

in Estes Park, Colorado. Ho^ouldTrecall no packages 
in ELLSBERG f s possession during any visit which 
could have contained documents. He stated ELLSBERG 
never discussed having classified papers of any sort. 



jand he ___ 

classified documents when he read of it in 
the Herald-Tribune while overseas. 
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Interviewed on_ 


7/23/71 
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„ —Benvorr-Colorado— 
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) TO: 

jjr- 

' FROM: • SAC, MILWAUKEE (65-2035) RUC... 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
ATTN: DID 


t J / 4 


SUBJECT:TmC_LEkI^ 

NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 


Re Milwaukee report of 

7/22/71. Milwaukee teletypes to Director^ 

, . and 7/28/71. , . t ; ’ - 

No pertinent information developed regarding 
DANIEL ELLSBERG or his association with established left, 
New Left or peace groups within the Milwaukee Division. 
Milwaukee indices negative regarding ELLSBERG. 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI'(65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, JACKSON (65-46) (RUC) ' 

'm c lek J) 1 
(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

00: LOS ANGELES 

Re Bureau alrtel to Albany, 7/21/71. 

The Jackson Division had one informant. 
attend May-Day activities sponsored by Peoples Coalition for 
Peace and Jus tice (PCPJ) a t Washington, D. C., during the month 
of May, 1971. currently unavailable for contact. 

— . II APPROX 

J a advised only one 'p'erfidn from Mississippi known] 
to attend PCPJ ac tivities in W ashington, D. C. during May, 1971 
this person beingage 22, who attended the 
demonstration for cur^^y v reasons. Source, who has been 

daily contact with|[ . ^ advised she has never mentioned 

any information concerning DANIEL ELLSBERG. Source is not 
personally acquainted with ELLSBERG. 


1971. 

Qf‘ 




Jackson indices negative. 
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Director, FBI (65-7^060) 

SAC, San Juan (65-^96) RUC -7 / 





1C_LEK- 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
(00:LA) 


ReBuairtel to AL dated 7/21/71. 

Indices of the San Juan Office reflect no 
information relating to DANIEL ELLSBERG. •' • 

Hie following investigation to determine if 
ELLSBERG was in contact with pro-communist or pro-independence 
elements on the island of Puerto Rico was negative: 

- -* , - — —T~- 

contacted <~>n‘ 7 
contacted on 7/27/71, 
contacted on 




Local confidential sources were contacted on 
7/27 and 7/28/71 and advised they had no information bearing 
on ELLSBERG'S past or present connections with organizations 
of a subversive nature. 
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(D- Bureau (RM) 

2 - Los Angeles (RM) 
1 - San Juan 
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TO: 

from: 

SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

SAC, ATLANTA (65-1729) (RUC) 


:^(mc LEK^) 
(n7(Ti6nal 



flONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

00: Los Angeles 

Re Bureau airtel to all offices, dated 7/2^7^. 

Indices of Atlanta Office and contacts with 
informants familiar with activities and organizations / Y 

of a subversive nature in Atlanta were negative regarding/ f 
DANIEL ELLSBERG except information set forth in Atlanta 
report of -BA-E"* ' dated 7/22/71, concerning 

distribution oFnocumfnFenti tied, "PENTAGON VIET NAM STUDY - 
TOP SECRET - AS PUBLISHED IN THE NEW YORK TIMES" at 
conference of Peoples Coalition for Peace and Justice 
(PCPJ), Milwaukee* Wisconsin, 6/25-27/71. 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) ATTENTION: DID 

. :t; ■ ' .... .. 

FROM: SAC, MINNEAPOLIS (65-1447) (P) 

C>—-^ .v : 

SUBJECT: (MC LEk J) 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 




jX. 
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• < . 



Re Buairtel 7/21/71. 

For information of the Bureau, Minneapolis has 
submitted the following communications which tend to 
link DaNIEL ELLSBERG with subversive or extremist 
individuals: 

1. Minneapolis airtel and LHM captioned 
"KENNETH EARL TILSEN, SM - C", dated 
6/28/71 (Bureau file 100-361062). 

V 

2. Minneapolis airtel to Bureau dated 
6/28/71, captioned "MC LEK" and containing 
copy of ELLSBERG*s testimony on behalf of 
FRANCIS XAVIER KRONCKE and MICHAEL DUANE 
THERRIaULT, who were convicted on charges 
emanating from their attempted raid on 
Minnesota Selective Service boards. 





3. Minneapolis airtel dated 7/19/71 captioned 
"MC LEK — Nationalities Intelligence" and 
LHM of 
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■ ^ J J j ^dated 7/22/71 and captioned 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65- 74060) 

FROM: ’ SAC, LOUISVILLE (65-933) (P) 

SUBJECT: CLEKI? 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

00: LOS ANGELES 

Re: Bureau Airtel to Albany, 7/21/71, 

Louisville Teletype to Bureau..7/13/71, 
Louisville Report of 
captioned "DANIEL ELLSBERG, ESPI( 
dated 7/15/71. 

In accordance with the provisions of referenced 
Bureau Airtel to Albany, dated 7/21/71, the Bureau’s 
attention is invited to referenced Louisville Teletype an 
report containing information re identity of subscriber 
to Kentucky telephone number appearing as collect call 
charge (4/18/71) on toll record of telephone subscribed 
to by CORNELIUS SHEEHAN, 4505 Klingle Street, Northwest, 
Washington, D. C., as well as pertinent data contained 
in Louis/ille files re said Kentucky telephone subscriber 
and individual most closely connected therewith. 

Louisville has been unable to develop informa¬ 
tion re association of DANIEL ELLSBERG with above mentioned 
Kentucky telephone subscriber (Pike County Citizens 
Association, Elkhorn City, Kentucky) or any subversive . 
organization and/or individuals affiliated therewith witr^^ 

the Louisville Division. REC-34 ^7 0^ 0- Y ^ 

0) - Bureau (65-74060) (RM) “““ 

2 - Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 

3 - Louisville 
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Investigation at Louisville continuing per 
instructions set forth in referenced Bureau Airtel to 
Albany. Bureau will be advised of all pertinent develop¬ 
ments re captioned matter. 
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TO 


FROM 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060^ 
(Attn: DOMINTEL) rt£( 


SA C. B OSTON 
<0 ^ 


(65-5236) 



SUBJECT: MCJLEK 

NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are two copies 
of documents received from the USA’s office on this date. 

These documents are as follows: 

1.) Defendant's Reply Memorandum filed by 

Attorneys LEONARD B.JBOUDIN and CHARLES R. 
/.NESSON on behalf of Doctor DANIEL ELLSBERG 

\ 2.) Reply Memorandum of the U. S. submitted by 
l HERBERT F. TRAVERS, JR., USA, by LAWRENCE /\/\\X 

P. COHEN, AUSA, Boston, Mass., to the /VI 
above memorandum 
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3.) Defendant's Response to the Reply Memorandum 
of the U. S. which v/as submitted by Attorneys 
LEONARD B. BOUDIN and CHARLES R. NESSON 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
for MASSACHUSETTS 

* i 


********** 

UNITED STATES 

v. 

DANIEL ELLSBERG # 

Defendant 


******** 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

Sc 

* 
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* * * * 


* * * * * 


****** 


Magistrate's Doc. No 
Case No. 71 - 


14-1 


* * * 


defendant s REPLY NEMQRAftrnn^ 


I 


the defendant on tlTZuTcll^ZlZ^' * 9r ~“' ,t with 

First, it acknowledged that a removal • 

joyna prccco^ — v..,. v . . hearing is not a prc 

Court, ^ ^ ' - - 

constitutional and statu Zy UT^ ^ 

Y ri9htS raUSt be a .«t-ded full protecti 

S^tiST^rlSS • ^re a 2^3 0 W | 0 sb te ! s 9 d the fact that removal 


267, F.Supp.- 5 5J(s“^ venue *" 

Pu^o&o e of n ?L r d al r ?? as e to"eSS S 

duct ion of an Ldret^nt ZL'ZZ? 1 <£ £.&- 

is not a*;tomatic upon presentation * r ® co f e ^ he Point that remova" 
the defendant's identity Th i s ,? f lndlc tment and prdof of 

Of unitoo^tates v. H alei h , "Joo t °* our ciu tl 

that rcntoval win notl^rdered if n' ,i : K : Y * 1960) hcldino 
rplomntic immunity. These , a(fl ” would infringe a defendant* 
warrant of romovaWn^t ; - d -lably clear that a 

ro .oval will have the effect of donL ° rG ^ lndlctm ent is pre 

of «. defendant's constitutional rfghtsf 9 “ fa ° ilitat i«9 the den 

that the def ernnier, an d r^ alok h, cne Government arcued - 

hoard and o«"SS‘in fh 9U 5 St f ° r relic f is pr™«Srf' ih-,i COS h 

f ^ argument ^ But iS'bSSlVS.S? ! 

validity of a a"’coir”2 S Droc ti ° nab or a tatutory r °iq]“ a P?Pf * : 

canr.of be deferred since tt>e *^Oa£aa an3 t e j,. c 5 fc . ; 

of the Court to order Jeno-%? -i° n2 ' s th ’ ve* rj0 f ‘ ■ 

tu iiit-sj, 1 " cno ^l. Moreover, to Hnfor I . jux^ scict 

Conrf • #- i ‘ • ,r removal wa^r^nt* , such claims and 

Scf^^^aior^bly^o 1 ^ defendant 




















Second, the Government recognizes the broad scope of 
18 U.S.C. 112515 and 2518(10)(a, and that their proscription aga 
the use of illegally obtained wiretap and eavesdrop evidence in 
"any trral. hearing or other proceeding in or before any court" , 
not contarn or imply any exemption for removal hearings. The Go. 

" ent ' "° reo ''-' ”as not in its memorandum presented, nor has our 

research disclosed any legislative history which would support sv 
an exemption. 

• in fact, the legislative history indicates clearly that t 
“ no exemption from the unqualified prohibition in SS2515 and 25 
for any gudicial proceeding, where as here, an’individual has been 
. made a party and may as a result of the proceeding be subjected t 
. a denial of liberty or other serious injury. 

The provisions of the Omnibus crime Control and safe stre 
ct of 1968 relating to wiretapping and eavesdropping represent a 
full scale,-attack" on “unjustifiable-interception, disclosure, o> 
use of any wire or oral communications" by private individuals of 
law enforcement organizations. Sen. Rept. No.-1097. 1968 u.s. Coc 
tong, ana ham. News,,pp. 2112 , 2156 (hereinafter cited s. newt 
,~u££a>- Congress explicitly recognized the need to enforce its „i 
tap and eavesdrop prohibitions "with all appropriate sanctions " 

~-r’- R r- ^ at 2156 ‘ «"“• recognizing that criminal project 

ions for violations of §2515 were of limited value. Congress deci 

O codify and to expand judicially created exclusionary rules se 

h Pt ia “ WaS C ° n9reSS ' -Pressly stated purpose that no o 

s ould benefit from illegal wiretapping or eavesdropping. Therefo 

perpetrator must be denied the fruits of his unlawful actions 
in civil and criminal proceedings." Sen. Rept., su£ra at 2156 Th - 

exclusionary remedy "is intended to be comprehensive" in order ade- 

quately "to protect the privacy of wire anrt 

. . y r Wlre and oral communications, fe 

to protect the integrity of court and administrative oro a- 

. administrative proceedings.•' 

Sen. Rept., supra at 2156. 


^-. ween previously Derm' ffnH . ^^fubiunary rt 

Thus, in §2510 Congress created a p^cedure fo£ ob ^? 1 - 1 d ° Cisior 
warrants, resort to which is f obtaining wiretap 

from‘evidence, under § 2518 Q 0 Wa?^ tedlv encouraged by the exclusic 
wiretapping. * (10)(a) ' of tne ^uits of warranties- 

Moreover, prior to tne enactment or 

and t i?rf?Sits e f?^ t use in^Sn-tJial^i^inal^ 9ally ^ain^cvld 

proceedings to which a^efendant °il 









The Section 2510 (10) .(a) barton the use of illegal evidence 

* 

applies to "any trial, hearing or proceeding", by which Congress 
"intended to include all adversary type hearings." Sen.Rept., supr 
at 2156. 3 

If there is an exception to this explicit Congressional 
edict it must be found by specific reference to the * statutory pro¬ 
visions or their legislative history, in the absened of a specific 
expression by Congress, no exception may be found'to exist since 
it v/as Congress' express intention that the remedy provided by 
§2518(10)(a) "be comprehensive". * * 


Only two such exceptions were declared by Congress; one 
was for grand jury hearings. 4 Thus, in the legislative history to 
§2518(10) (a) Congress expressed a specific but very narrow detehni] 
tion that this provision not be read as giving anyone standing [to 
object, during grand jury hearings, to the introduction of illegal: 
obtained evidence. This exception is, of course, perfectly consisl 
with the general intention of Congress, to bar illegal evidenc/ fror 
use in "all'adversary hearings." 

A grand jury hearing, in contrast to a removal hearing,' is 
obviously not an "adversary hearing’." Neither the defendant nor hi 
counsel is present in‘ a grand jury hearing. The hearing is conduct 
in secret; the witnesses may not be confronted or cross-examined bj 
the defendant; only the prosecution's case is presented to'the gran 
jury; the defendant has no right to testify or present witnesses or 
evidence in his own behalf. | 

Q'-^te clearly the exception for grand jury hearings repress 
merely a practical accomodation to the nature of’such hearings, and 
nothing more. As stated in the Senate Report, No. 1097: "Because 
no'person is a party as such to a grand jury proceeding, the proves 
(§2518(10) (a)] does not envision the making of a motion to suppress 
in the context of such a proceeding itself." s. Rept., supra at 219 

A -removal hearing is unquestionably an adversary hearing at 
which tie defendant and his counsel are present. That removal hear! 
are governed by §§2515 and 2518(10)(a) is therefore perfectly consi 


r 


3/ "It would include a trial itself, a probation revocation proceed 
at 2156 aring ° n a inotion for reduction of sentence." S.Rept., supra 

4/ The other exception bars any assumption of jurisdiction fc, the 
reoeral court-*; nvor r^Mrrmec •• <?/■*- _ ~^ 
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with the express purpose and intention of Congress. Coupling this 

I 

with the fact that Congress was capable of specifying exceptions, 
and did in fact so specify, two exceptions, the conclusion is in¬ 
escapable that removal hearings are intended to be within the scope 
of the Congressional exclusionary rules set forth in §§2515 and 
2518(10) (a). 


II. 


r 


The Government's argument does not respond to and, in fact, 

ignores completely the unequivocal wording and intention behind 

§§2515 and 2518(10) (a). Rather the Government contends that/the 

defendant is seeking prematurely to dismiss the indictment, and 

« 

thereby to prevent not only his removal, but his prosecution as wel 
This contention has no support in fact. 

The defendant has made no request or suggestion in his movi 
papers or during oral argument, and none is now made, that, the in¬ 
dictment be dismissed on the grounds of its invalidity or ^insuffici 

The defendant's motion is made under Rule 40(b)(3)i of the 
., • «* • 

Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure to prevent the issuance of a re 
moval warrant; the relief defendant seeks is limited strictly to th 
purpose. Therefore, the sole question defendant has raised before 
* this Court is whether an arrest warrant issued in California can in¬ 
consistent with the Fourth Amendment and federal statutes, be en¬ 
forced by issuance of a removal warrant in this district despite th 

t • 

fact that the arrest warrant is the product of illegal conduct by 
the Government. 

I 

We thought this point was made ur.mistakeably clear in our 
principal memorandum and during oral argumei/t. The present motion 
seeks suppression of the arrest warrant, not dismissal of the indie 

V 

ment. 

The defendant is, of necessity, limited to this issue. We 
recognize that the proper place to challenge the validity of the in 
dictment *for purposes of barring prosecution is in California, when 
and JLf the Government has certified to this Court that it has not 
soucfit to secure defendant's removal on the basis of a tainted arre 
warrant and other tainted evidence. It is defendant's removal, not 
his prosecution, that poses the immediate threat of injury to him. 
And it is the arrest warrant, not the indictment, that is the pre- 

.i : nr 4 nnf V»or 4 7.ed bv fr/he Federal Rules 

of Criminal Procedure, except where a valid and outstanding arrest 
warrant has been proven to exist or has been presented to the Court 


4 









to whom the request for removal is made In f -, ch 

issued by the Court in ^ , fact ' no oth °r docun 

* COUrt in the demanding distrio<- ,* . f 

to effect defendant's removal. T o put it a n, r ° 9Ulre<3 ° r " e f c 

diction and power'of this court t ! " ^ ju 4' 

dopenas solely on the existence J 

able the lirenTfir^ ^ ^ ~ 4 * 

indictment. Ml it need ZTlecllT “**“ “* ^ 

basrs of untainted evidence. 5 ' warrant on the 

• * 

I 

III. 

- y * 41242 ^^ 244 ? warrant is issued - the ' r— 

—meet in evidence ^ ^ 

' But. if lihe the present arrest warrant «. " ^ 4 °'^ 

• of illegal wireta PP i„ g J Z^Z^T t “ 3150 ““ 

eluded (not .dismissed) as evidence in thl ^ 

defendant clearly does noi seeh - rem ° Val 

^ o» the indictment. 4 ralr hlTT" ^ 

,moval on the indictment. M ‘ S t0 prcven t his re- 

• < 

The conditions to admissibility of 
552515 a " d 251 °(iO)(a, apply to indictments "tn * 

other forms of evidence. Sections 2515 /** & ° t0 3U 

without exception or qualified that W 

communication has been intercepted (illegallw ^ a " y Wlre “ ° rai 
° f £UCh communication and no evident de v !a th T °‘ ^ “ 

• •• 

. our principal memorandum, for mime' . ‘ P ° lnted ° ut i 

dictment is merely eyide^ (conclusivVorVlTp^eT^f" “ 

cause] nothing more. Morse v. united states 267 „ s «n Pr ° bablS 

- indictment is subject, lihe thl r 

the admissibility of ».,i i • tules qoverning 

and 2518 (1 °) W. «°£SC v.Tued'^tes 9 Toll eSt ^ iShC6 hy 552515 

in «• ^ —once toBW 

have no bearing on this case. ^ G ° V ° rnment plaCes chief reliance 

to support iti charges. dr ° P beCMSe £t d °cs not h^e^^Idcnce ^ 
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mental and obvious. 


In Din., the defendant sought dismissal of the indictment 
because the Government might introduce at trial evidence allegedly 

obtained in violation of the defendant's Fifth Amendment privilege 
against self-incrimination. 

The District court holding i n the defendant's favor was/' 
grounded on what it found, as the Supreme Court characterized it, 
"to be past compulsory self-incrimination and in its [the Dist/ict 
court's] apparent belief that this mischief could not be undo 1 sav, 
by turning back the clock through ending the prosecution." 384 u s 
at 254. The Supreme court rejected this remedy and ruled that while 
the defendant might be entitled to suppression of such evidence, he 
was not entitled, on the grounds presented, to dismissal of the in¬ 
dictment and preclusion of the prosecution altogether. 

The differences between this case and Blue are both.funda- 

o 

First, defendant has not moved for the indictment’] dismissa 
and no attempt is being made to bar his prosecution. indeed, the 
indictment is of no relevance to this proceeding’until the Governmen 
has certified that the present arrest warrant is untainted or that 
• it-has obtained a valid, untainted arrest warrant. [\\ 

Second, defendant seeks to suppress, not dismiss, the indict¬ 
ment in a removal hearing where it i* 

. lying promise of the Court in Blue is that the indictment, whatever 
its evidentiary source, is nothing more than a notice of charges; 
it is not evidence against the defendant. Therefore, if the indictme 
serves its purpose of adequately notifying tje defendant of the charg 
against him, its issuance is not prejudicial' Again, by contrast, an 
indictment in a removal hearing is offered as evidence against the 
defendant, and if admitted, will certainly prejudice the defendant 
since it forecloses the principal, substantive defense to removal. 

Thlrd ' e _ ssential ly- Blue's complaint was directed against the 
injurjy he would suffer were the illegally obtained evidence admitted 
agai^t him a t . tria l. Th us, in Blue^ as in most cases involving 
illegal evidence presented to a grand jury, the defendant's rights 

are fully pi-otected by suppression of the evidence for purooses of the 
trial. 


14 should be noted that Blue did not, in fact claim tw n • 
u" tra aT254°. SOU9ht t0 quash ^ the Pr ° dUCt ° f evidence? 

v ; U h' ? S , tn part Pre Tij? d .° n T'° P . ri ° r decision s of the Cour 

ground for its dismissal.’ 3M vT.Tt iU'n.f. "buTZTZ Zir * 
ocisions no longer appear to bo the law. sec e a United 
^ amolin i ' F. Supp. 39 , 42-43 (D.R.I. 1969). ~ ~ V ' 
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ae ^ aL " 3 ^;;; 1 ;; 1 ; 8 :^;; 1 ; nd irroparaMe ^ on *. 

issues a removal varran't to enford Where * C0Ulrt 

legally Obtained evidence. In that "'“ t ba - 9 on il 

suffers both severe and irreparabl * “ a ^W 

irreparable injury tv. «,„.e 

such wrongful and improvident removals'L^th ^ Safe9U8rd ^ inst 
Rule 40 . This case bears out the 'a • essc "«al Purpose oi 

or remedy provided by the. District durt ^ JLuV°‘- hearln9 

way adequately redress the wrong done to deie d ^ 

. ready have been uprooted from h' “dant. H e will al- 

covernment will bav . ^ ~ ** 

at the expense of defendant's right to •^ ^ ^ lll09al cond “0' 
the judicial process. 7 Privacy and the integrity oj 

easily seen to be inapp^id^todh SlatlV ° to Mue is ’ 

San--F.fc _ (3 ra clr . \ “ ““* 3ls ° 

tory relied on by the Government ma V ^ ^ le9islative hi =- 

grand iurv hearings from the “ CePte< 

. PraCtlCal reaSOn t,iat "no person is a party to a ' “' C 

a Party to this iS Plai "^ 

Of right does not conflict with the . eref ° re ' de£endant ' a ^laim 
to preserve, that - (njormally, there 17171- 1 ^" EOU9ht 

of evidence that may be presented to a grand^ tl0n .° n tte Char -t' 
a le by an individual.- sen. Ronf- 3Ury f which is enforce- 

d ° eS n0t seek to limit the character ff^‘ d ^ ^ m ° ti0n ' defeada nt 
grand jur y ; but rather ^ chaiacter ™° nCe Ptoaonted to the 

adversary he aring for removal. 9 * Presented in this 

The situation herr> \ ~Z -> s * 

Il 
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e legislative history to 504(a), which 
was enacted in 1970, reflects the fact that Congress sought 
to comply fully with the Supreme Court's ruling in Alderman 
v. Onited_states. 394 U.S. 165. Alderman dispelled any doubt 
OS to the right of a defendant, in this or any other proceeding, 
to bar enforcement of a'search warrant secured on the basis of 
illegal wiretap and eavesdrop evidence. 394 U.S. at 177-179. 

See als ° Jn re Dionislo . 442 F.2d 276 (7th Cir. 1971) where 
the Court ordered invalidation of a grand jury subpoena issued! 
in violation of the Fourth Amendment, despite Government contentions 
that the action was premature and that the proper remedy was jo 
move for the exclusion of the evidence at trial. The Court 
rejected the Government's argument because it was founded on^the 
incorrect "premise that the grand jury may for its own purposes 
compel production of evidence in violation of the Fourt .Amendment." 
442 F.2d 280. For similar reasons the District Court in United 
States v. Bailey, _F.Supp. _(N.D.1L1. 1971)40U. S.L.W.2014 
denied a government motion which would indiscriminately coLpel 
defendants to furnish handwriting exemplars on the grounds that 
it. would constitute an unreasonable search and seizure. In view 


' Of Al derma n. Di onislo and B ailey , as well as the evident 






Congressional intention to provide a "comprehensive” and 
meaningful remedy for persons subjected to illegal wiretapping and 
eavesdropping, it is patently unreasonable for the Government to 


tentioS d 'L a ir'iU if the defendant laa ™s of/the Government's in- 

indictment has been rendered. it'cL^ulTbe subject^oT^ 
dismissal motion under §2518(10)(a) notwithstanding Blue . 
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maintain that the defendant does not have the right in this heari, 

for his removal to bar the enforcement of a tainted arrest warrant 

and the intoduction against him of other tainted evidence, where 

in this proceeding ills not merely his property, but his liberty 
which is in jeopardy. 



IV 

contrary to the Government's assertion, the defendant does 

not seek full disclosure of its case. A very limited, albeit 

important, hearing is contemplated by the defendant's motion. The 

Magistrate in this proceeding is fully empowered, as the.' Attorney 

General has recognised, 1970 U.s. Code Cong, and Adm. News! p. 405£ 

to determine the legality of the Government's evidence and to adopt 

such procedures as he may deem necessary to safeguard the interests 

• Of both parties and prevent any abuse'of'tho process. See ia'u^ 
§2518(0)(d). 

« 

Conclusion 

, Defendant's motion is not only grounded on §S 2S15, 2518(10)(a) 
and 3504(a), but is also grounded independently on Rule 40 and the 
Fourth Amendment. Significantly the Government's memorandum ignore* 
this latter ground for defendant's motion. The singular thrust of 
the Government's memorandum is directed at SS2515, 2518(10), (a) and 
3504(a). For that reason, the substance of our reply has been limit 
to a ^iscussion of the applicability of those provisions. And it is 
clear that-we are entitled to relief under those provisions. Sutit 
equally clear, and we do not intend that our silence in this reply 
be taken as abandonment of the point,- that we are independently en¬ 
titled to the relief requested in the instant motion under Rule 40 
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and the Fourth Amendment. ji 

Therefore, upon all the grounds stated above and previously 
stated in our principal memorandum, we respectfully submit that 

the relief requested in the instant motion be granted in . each and 
every respect. 



Dated; 


July 23, 1971 


Of counsel, 

David Rosenberg. 

•« 


Respectfully submitted, 

_ 

Leonard B. Boudin 
Langdell Hall 
Cambridge, 'Massachusetts 
and 

Charles R. Nesson 
Langdell Hall 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
















I 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

ID? I TED STATES OF AMERICA ; 


- • ** *♦* - r 


v # 


DANIEL ELiuSBERG, 

De fendant 


MAGISTRATE'S NO. 14 _), 71 . 3l5 

• !. ' 


i-„??ENDANI^SRESPONSF to m 

UMTTm 

'■ T1 ’° °° VernmCnt tha * -oval ca ; be e£fected/ , 

r RUU 40 ' l,ithout Presentation of a va’id 

a va * ld arrest warrant. 

- this, the Government is clearly i„ error. 

As it concedes. Rule 40 (h) ri > 

(h) (1) Pf°vides that the remove] 

process is initiated by an arr^ct- • • / 

arrest pursuant to a valid arrest 

— rant issued in the demanding district The 

„„ , • • 11,0 express reference 

- an arrest warrant in ... .... ' 

. or the ic^ult 

0i carelessness by Congress a ~ th n 

„ v ' 33 the Gov °rnment has intimated. 

Rather Congress has explicitly made the exigence a ' ' 

~ tence and Presentatio 

Of a valid arrest warrant the predicate fo- !' 

. . . e for xemoval under Rule 40 

Indeed, where a person )nc w 

has been arrested without,a warrant ' 

KUl ° 40 < b > <«>. which the Government »,,, 

apparently overlooked, 

° V1 ° S that the ^oval hearing -be continued f 1 ' 

. . continued for a reasonable 

6 ' UP °" 3 sho " in 9 of probable cause - but th „ 

. ause but that removal shall 

not be permitted "unless a w»^^> _ ■ 

• . a warrant rssued in the district in 

whrch the-offense was committed is presented.- 


closed a single case in which a Co ^ ^ resoarch has not dis- 
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msbie V. C 0 m„. 342 u ' 519 c i £ latanoe ° f an indictment, 

inapposite. Fri^ involved n!lt r 7 ‘ h * c ^rument is L 
federal prosecution nor fed^r^i * r arrest warrants 
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rc red on by the , dr. 1927 ,. a lso 

reference to "bond or arrest" ll! t tS case. Stauffer's 
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2. The Government's reply, does .not argue that 18 U.S.C. 
§§2515, 2510(10) (a) and 3504(a) are'inapplicable to removal 
hearings, but rather merely that "practical considerations" 
bar their application. , V’e fail to understand the relevance of 
the Government's argument. 

Under §3504(a) the Government is required to do no more 
than confirm cr deny the existence in this proceeding of wire¬ 
tap or eavesdrop evidence or evidence derived therefrom. If the 
Government confirms that the indictment bears such a taint then 

# 4 

it may not be offered in evidence in this proceeding to establish 

probable cause. While the Government has thus far not complied 

with this requirement, it is clear that to do so will not subject 

Government files or grand jury transcripts to a search by anyone. 

* 

Moreover, the Government may avoid' all inquiry and proceed vi 
defendant's prosecution by establishing probable cause through 
independent evidence without offering the indictment in evidence. 

If the Government confirms that it has engaged *in illegal 

. : 

wiretapping and eavesdropping, and persists in introducing the 
indictment in evidence in this proceeding then a hearing must 
be held in accordance with the requirements of §§2515, 2518 and 
3504 to determine whether the indictment is tainted by the . 

I 

Government's illegal conduct. The dangers the Government .plaints' 

will result from such a hearing are unreal. The Magistrate is/ 

empowered to establish procedures to prevent unnecessary discl(>sur 

of grand -jury.testimony. Certainly, in a pretrial suppression hea 

!• 

held pursuant to : §2518,. which the Government concedes defendant is 
entitled to (in California), the sources of the Government's evide: 


♦(continuation of footnote from preceding paqej 


issued in that district. Stauffer does note, however, that the 
removal proceeding in question was initiated by the defendants 
having been "rearrested." Ic3. at 553. 
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grand jury testimony will ho subject to such review. That 
this pretrial review may entail discovery of the Government's 
case not otherwise authorized by Rules 6 and 16, would not, 
as the Government again concedes, bar defendant from asserting 
his rights under 18 U.S.C. §§2515, 2518 and 3504.* 

3. Thus, the Government's argument boils down to one of 
prematurity. But, we have shown that a suppression hearing 
in California to exclude wiretap and eavesdrop evidence from 
trial does not provide a remedy for the immediate denial of 
.defendant's liberty that will result from his illegal’removal. 
Only this Court, at this time can afford a meaningful remedy 
for the deprivation of defendant's rights. 



Leonard B. Boudin 
Langdell Hall 


. . .• .n .. . 

S-CUIUV^ 9 


r»c bw. 


Charles R. Nesson 
Langdell Hall 
Cambridge, Mass. 

// 

* _ l! 

j!l 

Of Counsel ' . 

David R. Rosenberg 

>4 


• )•< 




V. 


V7e fail to understand the relevance of the Governmentf s^' 
rather ambiguous reference to^ United States v. Friedland . No. 
71-1071 (1st Cir. June 29, 1971) since defendant does not 
seek to invalidate the indictment or bar his prosecution 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


v. 


DANIEL ELiuSBERG, 

Defendant 


MAGISTRATE'S NO. 14-1 71-315 


Mj ;sross T0 n umiuwiB Mm of thr ^n 

4 

1. The Government argues that removal can be effected; I 

RUl ° 40 ' V ' ithOUt P«~»t«tion of a valid arrest warrant. / 
•“ Chis< the Government is clearly in error. 

As it concedes. Rule 40 (b, ( 1 ) provides that the remove 

process is initiated by an arrest pursuant to a valid arrest 

.-.-rant issued in the demanding district. The express reference 


to an arr 


w tiuA ITi 


ia ( “ ! U! U not superfluous or the result 


carelessness by Congress, as the Government has intimated. 

Rather Congress has explicitly made the existence and presentation 

of a valid arrest warrant the predicate for removal under Rule 40. 

indeed, where a person has been arrested without.a warrant, 

tele 40 (b) (4), which the Government has apparently overlooked. 

provides that the removal hearing -be continued for a reasonable "" 

time, upon a showing of probable cause - hut- «-v ♦. 

cause... but that removal shall 

not be permitted, "unless a war-am*. ,* . . 

. mess a variant issued in the district in 

which the- offense was committed is presented."* 


7 


closed^*"single^case in^hich *** ° Ur research has not die- 
removal solely on the basis of the° Ur . C ° rdCr0d * defenda «'s 

Friabl e v. Collins ns? tr n e -<r.,tence of an indictment, 

inapposite. Pri s - , iL, u ^ cited, by the Government is 

federal prosecution nor federal^removal^ 0245 ' . arrost w -'.rrar.'.s. 
United Stntfs v. Stauffer. ?? p ™Vn?"?*' MOr 1 * 

relicd on reieva” to tt 2V ' als ° 

reference to "bond or thls case * Stauffer's 

not folate, as the Government’inali"^ V th v Govor n : "=nt. does 

stit/tes ? predicate for re:nov“ ?a-hn *7° i* suo ° f what «»- 
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2. The Government’s reply, does .not argue that 18 U.S.C. 
§§2515, 2518(10) (a) and 3504(a) are'inapplicable to removal 
hearings, but rather merely that "practical considerations” 
bar their application. We fail to understand the relevance of 
the Government’s argument. 

Under §3504(a) the Government is required to do no more 
than confirm cr deny the existence in this proceeding of wire¬ 
tap or eavesdrop evidence or evidence derived therefrom. If the 

Government confirms that the indictment bears such a taint then 

% 

it may not be offered in evidence in this proceeding to establish 

probable cause. While the Government has thus far not complied 

with this requirement, it is clear that to do so will not subject 

Government files or grand jury transcripts to a search by anyone. 

0 

0 

Moreover, the Government may avoid all inquiry and proceed wit 

defendant's prosecution by establishing probable cause through 

independent evidence without offering the indictment in evidence. 

< • 

If the Government confirms that it has engaged ^in illegal 
wiretapping and eavesdropping, and persists in introducing the 
indictment in evidence in this proceeding then a hearing must 
be held in accordance with the requirements of §§2515, 2518 and 
3504 to determine whether the indictment is tainted by the . 

! 

Government's illegal conduct. The dangers the Government plaims 
will result from such a hearing are unreal. The Magistrate is 

empowered to establish procedures to prevent; unnecessary disclosure 

/. 

of grand .jury testimony. Certainly, in a pretrial suppression hear 

/ 

held pursuant to §2518,. which the Government concedes defendant is 

incl 

entitled to (in California), the sources of the Government's eviden 

# y * 

*(continuation of footnote from preceding page) 

% •• 

- t 

issued in that district. Stauffer does note, however, that the * 
removal proceeding in question was initiated by the defendants 
having been "rearrested." Id. at 553. 
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grand jury testimony will be subject to such review. That 
this pretrial review may entail discovery of the Governments 
case not otherwise authorized by Rules 6 and 16, would not, 
as the Government again concedes, bar defendant from asserting 
his rights under 18 U.S.C. §§2515, 2518 and 3504.* 

3. Thus, the Government's argument boils down to one of 
prematurity. But, we have shown that a suppression hearing 



in California to exclude wiretap and eavesdrop evidence from 


trial does not provide a remedy for the immediate denial of 

I 

.defendant’s liberty that will result from his illegal^removal. 
Only this Court, an this time can afford a meaningful remedy 
for the deprivation of defendant's rights. | • 


Respectfully submi 

6^—Q. V 



Leonard B. Boudin 

Langdell Hall 

, .1 ... • #_ _ _ 
VCUIU^* JLU<^C ; i'ti. 


Of Counsel 


Charles R. Nesson 
Langdell Hall . 
Cambridge, Mass. 


!i 


David R. Rosenberg 


I 




i • hi 
i «/ ,. 


*V/e fail to understand the relevance of the Governmentf s'* 
rather ambiguous reference to United States v, Friedland , Ko. 
71-1071 (1st Cir. June 29, 1971) since defendant docs not 
*ec’ to invalidate the indictment or bar his prosecution. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR MASSACHUSETTS 
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UNITED STATES 

v # 

DANIEL ELLSEERG, 
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Magistrate's Doc. No. 14 -i 
Case No. 71 - 


******* 


DEFENDA NT'S REPLY MEMOPawnr^ 

I. 


!' 


' *ho dcf 10 ‘ ral argUment the G ° Vernm ^ t . -P-ssed agreement with 
-he defendant on two critical points. ‘ 

mm JZ2Z h -“- -«•» 

° nal and StatUt °^ —t ^ afforded £ull protectio 

wili n nSt r b£ r o?de?cd SiS?e a to U do W so Stre ?^ ed fcl ? e fact that removal 
secution in a district lackinq venue° U n ?^ b j ect a defendant to pro 
267, F.Supp. 555 (s. d.N. y. 1967i nV United States v. Winston/ 
mg, ^oes not raise any question aq / nbdn u, in this removal~Hear- 
purpose of the discussion in2® vanUe ln Cali 'ornia. rhe 
venue/ issue may be raised in a removaVwV"-° f $ he fact that the 
auction of an indictment wac Y 1 hoarin 9 despite the intro- 

is not automatic upon p^sentation the P ° int that re ™>val 

the defendant's identity This also T dlCtment and proof of 
of Cnlted_states v. Malekh, 190 F ° f ° Ur ci tatior 

that removal will not be ordered if it-’ (S.D.N.Y. 1960) holding 
diplomatic immunity. These cases m-’ W ° U lnfr mge a defendant's 
warrant of- removal will not issue 1<: u Undeniabl y clear that a 

if removal will have the effect of f[* n . where an indictment is prose 
of defendant's constitutional rights °* facilitatin 9 the denia 

that /ho> n clip?. -it.does her 


^aj_o.^, dus argument was flaHv L * Eut ln both Winston ; 


her 9 a claim'of constitution^ /'- JCC / ;a ° n grounds fully appT 
validity a oour?S p^oebs?^ -s fhS fc ^ Ut ? ry ri ^ ht which goes to t 
. cannot hr lefr- red since it cha f n ° Courts hoi 

- oiu.-r removal. Mo^over to ^'{ f P° Wer an c jurisdict 

«.tw(umtau» issue d removaj w/Zn^' fc Gefer su °h claims and 
Court n judicial function, finally' vhi a no 9 a tion cf the 

-ro P „-,Mo denisX „ f hlf v f ^ 
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Second, the Government recognizes the broad scope of 
18 U.S.C. §§2515 and 2510(10} (a) and that their proscription agaii: 
the use of illegally obtained wiretap and eavesdrop evidence in 
"any trial, hearing or other proceeding in or before any court" dc 
not contain or imply any exemption for removal hearings. The Gove 
ment, moreover, has not in its memorandum presented, nor has our c 
research disclosed any legislative history which would support sue 
an exemption. 

In fact, the legislative history indicates clearly that th 
is no exemption from the unqualified prohibition in §§2515 and 251 
for any judicial proceeding, where as here, an individual has been 
made a party and may as a result of the proceeding be subjected to 
a denial of liberty or other serious injury. 

The provisions of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Stree 

Act of 1968 relating to wiretapping and eavesdropping represent a 

full scale "attack" on "unjustifiable*.interception, disclosure, or 
9 , • • 

use of any wire or oral communications" by private individuals of 
lav/ enforcement organizations. Sen. Rept. No. 1097, 1968 U.S. Cod 
Cong, and Aam. News, pp. 2ii2, 2156 (hereinafter, cited S. Rep t., 
supra ). Congress explicitly recognized the need to enforce its wi 


tap and eavesdrop prohibitions "with all appropriate sanctions." 


.'_~_Sen,_ Rept. supra at 2156. Thus, recognizing that criminal prosecu 
tions for violations of §2515 were of limited value. Congress deci 
to codify and to expand judicially created exclusionary rules. Se 
Rept., supra . It was Congress' expressly stated purpose that no c 
should benefit from illegal wiretapping or eavesdropping. Thereto 
the "perpetrator must be denied the fruits of his unlawful actions 

V 

in civil and criminal proceedings." Sen. Rept., supra at 2156. Th 
exclusionary remedy "is intended to be comprehensive" in order ade 


quately "to protect the privacy of wire and^oral communications, [ 

to protget the integrity of court and administrative proceedings." 

* 2 
Sen. Rept., supra at 2156. 


2/ It is clear from both the structure and history of §2518 that C 
gross plainly sought to expand the application of exclusionary rul 
beyond what had been previously permitted under judicial decisions 
Thus, in §2518 Congress created a procedure for obtaining wiretap 
v rrants, “esor • to which is pointedly encouraged by the exclusion 
m ' 'd' •», de "25' ^(10) (a), of the fruits of warrantless 

wiretapping. 


Moreover, prior to tne enactment or §z 3 id, tnere was great re¬ 
luctance on the part of the courts to bar illegal]y obtained evidc 
and its fruits from use in non-trial criminal proceedings, such as 
sentencing hearings. By enacting §2510(10)(a), Congress has ex¬ 
pressly directed the application of exclusionary rules in a^l crim 
proceedings to which a defendant is a party. Sen. -Rept., supra at 


n 















The Section 25l8(10J.(a) ban.on the use of illegal evidence 
applies to "any trial, hearing or proceeding", by which Congress 
"intended to include all adversary type hearings." Sen.Rept., supr 

If there is an exception to this explicit Congressional - 
edict it must be found by specific reference to the•statutory pro¬ 
visions or their legislative history, m the absent of a specific 
expression by Congress, no exception may be found'to exist since 
it was Congress' express intention that the remedy provided by 
§2518(10)(a) "be comprehensive". ! 

Only two such exceptions were declared by Congress! one 
was for grand jury hearings. 4 Thus, in the legislative history to 
§2518(10)(a) congress expressed a specific but very narrow determir 
tion that this provision not be read as giving anyone standing L 
object, during grand jury hearings, to the introduction of illigall 
obtained evidence. This exception is, of course, perfectly co/sist 
with the general intention of Congress, to bar illegal evident/ from 
use in "all adversary headings." 

A grand jury hearing, in contrast to a removal hearing,’is 
obviously not an "adversary hearing." Neither the def*»nd*nt nor hi 
counsel is present in* a grand jury hearing. The hearing is conduct 
in secret; the witnesses may not be confronted or cross-examined by 
the defendant; only the prosecution's case is presented to'the gran. 

jury; the defendant has no right to testify or present witnesses or 
evidence in his own behalf. %■ 

Quite clearly the exception for grand jury hearings represe, 
merely a practical accomodation to the nature of's'uch hearings, and 
nothing more. As stated in the Senate Report, No. 1097: "Because 
no'person is a party as such to a grand jury proceeding, tile provtsi 
(§2518(10)(a)] does not envision the making of a motion to suppress 
in the context of such a proceeding itself." s. Rept., supra at 2195 
A removal hearing is unquestionably an adversary hearing at 
which fte defendant and his counsei are present. That removal hearin 
are governed by §§2515 and 2518(10,(a) is therefore perfectly consis 

exception bars any assumption of jurisdiction by the 

1 r * n . ^ I ^ M r* ^ rx a ^ 











with the express purpose and intension of Congress. Coupling this 
with the fact that Congress was capable of specifying exceptions, 
and did in fact so specify, two exceptions, the conclusion is in¬ 
escapable that removal hearings are intended to be within the scop 

of the Congressional exclusionary rules set forth in §§2515 and 
2518(10) (a) . 


II. / 

The Government’s argument does not respond to and, in fact 
ignores completely the unequivocal wording and intention behi/d 
§§2515 and 2518(10) (a). Rather the Government contends that/the 
defendant is seeking prematurely to dismiss the indictment, and 
thereby to prevent not only his removal, but his prosecution as we 
This contention has no support in fact.’ 

The defendant has made no request or suggestion in his mov 
' P a P ers or during oral argument, and none is now made, that, .the in¬ 
dictment be dismissed on the grounds of its invalidity or ansuffic 

The defendant’s motion is made under Rule 40(b)(3)1 of the 
Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure to prevent the issuance of a r< 
moval warrant; the relief defendant seeks is limited strictly to t) 
Therefore, thc cole ^uccticr. v 

• this Court is whether an arrest warrant issued in California' 1 can /A* 
consistent with the Fourth Amendment and federal statutes,*be en¬ 
forced by issuance of a removal warrant in this district despite tl 
fact that the arrest warrant is the product of illegal conduct by 
the Government. 

We thought this point was made unmistakeably clear in our 
principal memorandum and during oral argume/t. The present motion 

seeks suppression of the arrest warrant, not dismissal of the indie 

meat. v 

The defendant is, of necessity, limited to this issue. We 
recognize that the proper place to challenge the validity of the ir. 
dictment_ for purposes of barring prosecution is in California, wher. 
and kf the Go’vernment has certified to this Court that it has not 
souefnt to secure defendant’s removal on the basis of a tainted arre 
warrant and other tainted evidence. It is defendant’s removal, not 
his prosecution, tha'*. poses the immediate threat of injury to him. 
And it is t^o a es war ant, not he indictment, that is the pre- 
d.r-st-r. .nr- . i is not authorize bv the Federal Pules 

of Criminal Procedure, except where a valid and outstanding arrest 
warrant has been proven to exist or has been presented to the Court 
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to whom the request for removal is made. In fact, no other documer 
issued by the Court in the demanding district is required or necess 
to effect defendant's removal. To put it another way, the juris¬ 
diction and power of this Court to order the defendant's removal 
depends solely on the existence of a valid arrest warrant. af. 

To grant the relief defendant requests, will in no way, dis 
able the Government from prosecuting the defendant under the presen 
indictment. All it need do is secure a new arrest warrant on the 


basis of untainted evidence. 


i 


in. 


If and when a valid arrest warrant is issued, the Governmen 
may seek defendant's removal. It may then seek to introduce the 
indictment in evidence to establish probable cause under Rule 40(b) 
But, if like the present arrest warrant,the indictment is also the 
duct of illegal wiretapping and eavesdropping, then it must be ex¬ 
cluded (not .dismissed) as evidence in .this removal hearing..,m this 
defendant clearly does not seek, as the Government contends,-to prev 
his trial on the indictment, but rather he seeks to prevent his re¬ 
moval on the indictment. 

* 

The conditions to admissibility of evidence imposed by 
§§2515 and 2518(10) (a) apply to indictments, just as they do to all 
other forms of evidence. Sections 2515 and 2518(10) (a) provide 
without exception or qualification that "[wjhenever any wire or oral 
communication has been intercepted [illegally] no part of the conter 
Qf such communication and no evidence derived therefrom may be re¬ 
c eived in evidence . . .» (Emphasis supplied). As we pointed out i 
our principal memorandum, for purposes of a removal hearing an in¬ 
dictment is merely evidence (conclusive or presumptive) of probable 
cause) nothing more. Morse v. United States . 267 U.S. 80,83^ As sue 
an indictment is subject, like all evidence, to the rules governing 
the admissibility of evidence, including those established by §§2515 
and 2518(10)(a). Morse v. United States , supra . 

Blue v. United States , 384 U..S. 251 and the reference to Blu 
in Sen. Rcpt. No. 1097, on which the Government places chief relianc 
have no bearing on this case. 


^ P 1 *" <w ides grounds for s 


5/ The Government's ' 1’ *-■ 

1 - - j. . - i ' * , 

a \l_ "V Z ~Y ~ u,l Jf cviuciiue aucti/ibt me 

defendant. And if it does not, then the Government may be seeking 
to harass the defendant by securing his removal for a prosecution it 
may ultimately have to drop because it does not have any evidence 
to support its charges. 
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1C indictment 


In Blue , the defendant sought dismissal of ti __ _ 

becouso the Government might introduce at trial evidence allegedly 
obtained in violation of the defendant's Fifth Amendment privilege 
against sclf-incrimination. * 

The District court bolding'in the defendant's favor was!' 
grounded on what it found, as the Supreme Court characterized ijt, 
"to be past compulsory self.-incrimination and in its (the Dist/ict 
court's] apparent belief that this mischief could not be undo.,4 sav, 
by turning back the clock through ending the prosecution." 384 u.s. 
at 254. The Supreme Court rejected this remedy and ruled thit whil< 
the defendant might be entitled to suppression of such evidence, he 
was not entitled, on the grounds presented, to dismissal of the in¬ 
dictment ana preclusion of the prosecution altogether. ' 

The differences between this case and Blue are both .funda- 
mental and obvious. 

First, defendant has not moved for the indictment'] dismissa 
and no attempt is being made to bar his prosecution. Indeed, the 
indictment is of no relevance to this proceeding 'until the Governmen 
has certified that the present arrest warrant is untainted or that 
• it-has obtained a valid, untainted arre'st warrant. |] )|, 

Second, defendant seeks to suppress, not dismiss, the'indict- 
ment m a removal hearing where it is offered . . . 

, lying premise of the court in Blue is that the indictment, whatever 
its evidentiary source, is nothing more than a notice of charges; 
it is not evidence against the defendant. Therefore, if the indictm* 
serves its purpose of adequately notifying fie defendant of the chare 
against him, its issuance is not prejudicial. Again, by contrast, a! 
indictment in a removal hearing is offered as evidence against the 
defendant, and if admitted, will certainly prejudice the defendant 
e i^ forecloses the principal, substantive defense to removal. 

Third, essentially. Blue's complaint was directed aglinst the 

injury he would suffer were the illegally obtained evidence admitted 

agairyst him at_trial. Thus, in Bluou as in most cases involving 

illegal evidence presented to a grand jury, the defendant's rights 

are fully pfotected by suppression of the evidence for purnoses of th. 
trial. 


6/ It should be noted that Blue did not ir f-ot- *.v . ,, 

u!s U at t 254 e . SOU9ht tC °- Uash ^ tha deduct' of tinted evidence! “a 

whici s h°;if^at s t he ss "tsZzzr?. ° - 

ground for its dismissal. 364 U.S. at ^ * 

decisions no longer appear to bo the law. see e.g. United state- v 
G ramolin l, 301 F. Supp. 39, 42-43 (D.R.l. 1969). ~ ~ ' ' 
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defendant. But and Separable injury on the 

— a remova ; di£forent case a — 

log.Hy obtained evidence In that “ W “ rant based »«* U- 

EU£fGrS b ° th and irreparable i^V 

such v/rongfui and improvident removals is the T"* * 9 “ 1 “* t 
Rule 40. This case bears out th • «sentral purpose oi 

or remedy provided by the DistrictT' 30 " ^ ^ 

-y adequately redress “ U * ^ 

ready have been uprooted f " defendant. will al . 

' •: Government win havG ^ ^ “* ** 

at the expense of defendant's right t °' *“ '°" d uc, 

the judicial process. 7 ° Privacy and fc he integrity o 1 
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y the Government, makes clear that- c 
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able by an individual.- sen Rent ' Ury ' WhlC ” iS en£ ° rCe ' 

• d0 ° S n0t Seek to limit the character ff~ d ^ hlS m ° ti0n ' defendan< 

9rand jUry! but rather the character of ‘-° the 

adversary hearing for removal. 8 Presented in this 

2/ The situation here i c -> ■. * 

the interim. C f m “Vo 1 . lcgal deprivation^ Sf l 5 l utl ’ re remedy car 
V^n T i i is si^ifica-n^-^KaT^- 1 -- 1 -^' 442 F - 2d 276,2 79-?nn f ?^u n t ' s 1 inert', 
the rule establiqh?JPr° n y rcss d i^ not inrenr] <*r? ^ 7 .^. c ir. 1971)" 

portion 0 scnte nce in thoVn^fn^ jUry hear ™9s. '?hie d pf y ^ m P lc teVy 
Portion quoted i n the Gove^nme? Nr '09 u-’ % P f nly *°P r Z 

*’ n ‘-“Oranoum ends. The RepSrt'^ta’te^ 

when a*motion* to "suppress ^°^ slon that ' 

context, its scope may incl,^ 9 d in anoth er 

Thus, a defend an fc Ury PrOCocdin ^“ " fUtUre 

^ Proceeding e instituted^against £ Srm. ev prc^mai 
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v. *,/ prome c6urt,s —- **»« 

394 n c icc - 

165 ' A l c? onnan dispel i nr* 

“ t0 th = ***•< a defendant. in ~ “* *** 

to bar enforcement of . 'search • “* 

illegal wiretap and “ — «* «- of 

otap and eavesdrop evidence. 394 „ - 

See also In re . . ' U ' S ' at 177-179. 

ii5i2 ' 442 P ‘ 2d 27 6 (7th Cir. 197 ,, / 

1 the c «rt ordered invalids, • ' ' '" here 

invalidation of a • 

in violation of th r 3Ury SUbpoena issued! 

of the Fourth Amendlnent; de if 

that ^ aCti °" Was Ptemature and that the ’ “ “"7“* 

*°ve for the exclusion of the evidenc ' ^ WaS F 

rejected the Government's " ^ tria1 ' The C ° Urt / 

nt s argument because it wa = r ' 

incorrect "premise that the grand i °“ ° n tl>e 

grand jury may f or if- e ^ 

compel production of evidence in violate 

"12 P.2d 280. 'for Sim-- - ,? n of the Fcurt Amendment." 

ar reasons the District Court • 

States v. Bailey p o ln ( 

denied a co ’ ^ 1971 >«t;. s. l.w. 2014 

government motion which would ind- * • 

defendants to furni h h ^scrrminately compel 

furnrsh handwriting exemplars on the 
it would constitute .. .. the; grounds that 


it would constitute ' 9r ° Unds that 

n-trtute an unreasonable search and seizure r . 

of Alderman, Dionisio r<3 ' In , Vle w 

I' 'I V 


• of cina seizure. 

Aldorsan, Dionisio and Bailey, as well 
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ngressronal intention to provide a "comproh • 

' meaningful remedy f or Per o C ™ensrve" and 

persons subjected to illeaa, . • 

eavesdropping -t ,• 91 reta PPing an 

PPtng. . t is patently unreasonable for the r 

for the Government to 

srufc ssr- - 

ment and the nmn^ • ot her indictment v,« .am a super¬ 
indictment has been^rende^d taking such action^ G ° VSr 
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maintain that th ' 3 defondant does "Ot-have the right in this heari, 
for his removal to bar the enforcement of a tainted arrest warran, 

and the intoduction against him of other tainted evidence, wheire 

in this proceeding it is not merely his property, but his liberty 
which is in jeopardy. 


IV 


/• / 

I 


Contrary to the Government’s assertion, the defendant does 

not seek full disclosure of its case. A very limited, albeit V 

important, hearing is contemplated by the defendant's motion. The 

Magistrate in this proceeding is fully empowered, as the Attorney 

General has recognised, 1970 U.S. Code Cong, and Adm. News'" p. 405, 

to determine the legality of the Government's evidence and to adop, 

such procedures as he may deem necessary to safeguard the interest, 

• of both parti., and prevent any abuse" of'the process. See la'u.S^ 
$2518(8)(d). 

I 

« 

Conclusion 

Defendant's motion is not only grounded,on §§2515, 2518(10)(a) 
and 3504(a), but is also grounded independently on Rule 40 and the 
Fourth Amendment. Significantly the Government's memorandum ignore, 
this latter ground for defendant's motion. The singular thrust of 
the Government's memorandum is directed at §§2515, 2518(10), (a) and 
3504(a). For that reason, the substance of our reply has been limit 
to accession of the applicability of those provisions. And it is 
Clear that ,we are entitled to relief under those provisions. But it 
equally clear, and we do not intend that our silence in this reply 
be taken as abandonment of the point, that we are independently en¬ 
titled to the relief requested in the instant motion under Rule 40 
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/; 


and the Fourth Amendment. j'i 

Therefore, upon all the grounds stated above and previously 
stated in our principal memorandum, we respectfully submit that 
the relief requested in the instant motion be granted in each and 
every respect. • . 


Dated: July 23, 1971 


Respectfully submitted. 




Leonard B. Boudin 
Langdell Hall 
Cambridge, -Massachusetts 
and 

Charles R. Nesson 
Langdell Hall 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, 

Attorneys for Defendant 
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Of counsel, 

David Rosenberg. 
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At least, It came as dose to It as our system allows, and by very 
much the same kind of agitation that toppled Diem, and for many of 
the same reasons. The Congress having been bypassed in 1965 and 
inadequately consulted since then, the public having been ignored and 
misled, resentments were built up which created a situation where the 
President of this country was not able to get easily and safely to 
airports and auditoriums to campaign -- Just as, as early as 1961, I 
observed that Diem needed large military escorts to get to the airport. 

Failure has always been over-determined in Vietnam but, in the 
case of Diem, it happened at least in part because he disregarded 
the advice we had given him to do something to improve popular support 
for his regime. 
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UNITED STATES C 

Memorandum 

C. D. Brei 
W. R. Warmall cj> 

\»A 




- • 0 ^ 

1 J* 

Fell _!_ 


SUBJECT: MC LEK 




(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


L } 


DATE: July 31, 1971 


1 - Mr. Brennan 
1 - Mr. Wannall 

1 - Mr. Wagoner 


So!liv*»_ 

+o*r _ 

Bi'knp 


Brennan, C.D. 

Callakaa _ 

Caaper_ 

Conrad _ 

Da! hey_ 

Gale_ 

Ponder _ 

Ronoti_ 

Tare! 


Vafur*_ 

Soyara _ 

Tele Room 

Viol wea _ 

Gandy_ 


On the evening of 7/30/71 S pec ia l -c Agen t (GA) 
Washington Field Office, forwarded the attached raaterl 




which h ad been received by 

\Office of the Secretary o 



_on 7/29/71 from 

>elense. 



The attachment is a compilation of a long list of names of 
persons who were reportedlvro^ with the task force that prepared 
the "McNamara Study." F"T E xplained that various people had been 
requested to compile lists based on their recollections and that there ' 
has been no confirmation of the fact that all persons listed were * 
actually involved in task force matters. 



The principal list is dated 7/27/71 and it is supported by 
seven attachments. 


I s aid that it is his understanding a copy of the 
attachment was sent to the White House and may have been the basis for 
the 17 names listed in the attachment to the President’s letter to the 
Director wherein he requestedthatinformation on these 17 individuals 

be sent to Mr. Egil KrogMp* . 1'w as instructed to get all possible 

information on these 17 incnvidual^since the Bureau is considering having 
interviews conducted with all those not previously interviewed. 


V) 


I 


ACTION: 


Enclosure 
WRWrams 
(4) , 


For record purposes. 

y 



i ENCLOSURE 

y enclosure ATTACHED 

r ? 11 


19/7 
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TO 


UNITED STATES G( igNMENT 

Memorandum 

C. D. Brenn^K 


(Z\ 


h 


from •. W. R. Wannal^r, 


C 

SUBJECT: 


MC LEK 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


1 

1 

1 

DATE: 

1 

1 

1 

1 


- Mr. Sullivan 

- Mr. Mohr 

- Mr. Bishop 

August 2, 1971 

- Mr. Dalbey 

- Mr. Brennan 

- Mr. Wannall 

- Mr. Wagoner,,})? 1 



Hi*hop __ VIi 
Brennan. C.D. 1 A* 


ys 



Memorandum 7/31/71 advised that we would send through undeT 
date of Tuesday, 8/3/71, material to be sent to Mr. Egil Krogh of the White 
House regarding Daniel Ellsberg, principal suspect in the leak of the ’’McNamara 
Study and 16 other individuals. In this connection, the President by letter 
to the Director received 7/30/71 requested that this information be furnished 
to Mr. Krogh whom he had directed to examine in depth circumstances of the 
many recent disclosures of Top Secret and other sensitive material. Letter to 
Mr. Krogh with material we have compiled is attached. 

, * Information which we have included regarding Ellsberg relates not 
hlS back 6 round and apparent connections with the disclosure of the 
McNamara Study" but also to public admissions of his connections with this I 
disclosure and his change of attitude toward the Vietnam war from one of / / ' 
support to one of active opposition. I 

With regard to the 16 other individuals on whom we have compiled 
data for Mr. Krogh, we have noted that five of them have been interviewed 
durmg the Ellsberg investigation and the actual reports of interviews have been 
included as a part of the memoranda compiled. This is in compliance with the 
specific request of the President. With respect to the sixth individual, Charles M. 
L-ooke, we have noted that we endeavored to interview him 7/21/71 but he 

Won 1 !!? i n «? e * ab S?“ Ce 0f specific clearance from the Deputy Attorney General. 

We called this to the attention of the Attorney General in the past, advising 
we would make no further efforts to talk to QeeLenl this time 

"Eyw v/.;, 

In view of White House interest in this'matter, in our cover’ L , 
communication to Mr. Krogh we are advising that if he concurs we will proceed 
with interviews of the 10 remaining individuals whom we^iave not ye t i nter 
viewed. This, of course, does not include interview with Ellsberg at this time. 

m .. . * in *® tbe President has designated Mr. Krogh to examine this 

matter m depth Mr. Krogh may well be in touch with thrAUbrney Ge7^?al and. 
accordingly we feel we should send to Attorney General as well as his Deputy / 
and Assistaiit Attorney Genera, Internal Security Division, copies of the \ / 

material we have compiled for Mr. Krogh. 1 \\\ 

ACTION - CONTINUED OVER 
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Memorandum for Mr. Brennan 
Re: MC LEK 

ACTION: 


(1) Attached for approval is a communication to Mr. Krogh 
transmitting the requested material. 


(2) Attached is a proposed letter to the Attorney General, with 
copies for Deputy Attorney General and Assistant Attorney General, Internal 
Security Division, enclosing copies of the memoranda compiled for Mr. Krogh. 
If approved, this letter will also go forward. 
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August 2, 1071 

• 7 7 £ 


i - uit* Sullivan 
1 - Mr, Mohr 
1 - Mr. Bishop 
1 - Mr. Dalbey 
. 1 - Mr. Brennan 

1 - Mr. Wannall 

BY LIAISON 1 “ Mr * Wagoner 


Dear Mr. President: 

I have received your letter of July 29 1971 
^»ich requested certain Information for Mr Egll Krogh 
elative to our continuing investigation of DaniefEllsberc 

Mr W Kro a rfh ! lf0 M niatl0n regardin & individuals of iirtereslte~-- 
Mr. Krogh in his examination of the circumstances of nonn 

01 Top secret Lru 

.. ♦ t 

The Information la being compiled and will be 
your requcsT dl “ OUSly '° Kr * Kr ° gh l '‘ accorda "ce with 



i 


Sincerely yours, 


ERII:emj:ams 
(9) ^ 
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Felt __ 

Sullivai 
Mohr___ 

Bishop_ 

Brennan. C.f). __ 

Callahan _ 

Casper__ 

Conrad__ 

Dalbey __ 

Gale 

Bonder __ 

Roaen __ 

Tavel _ 

Walter* _____ 

Soy art 
Tele. Roi 
Holme* 

Candy . 


captione^ "MC LEK ^dated^/Sl/vY' R * WanaaI1 to c * D. Brennan, 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
• WASHINGTON 

July 29, 1971 

Dear Edgar: 

I have directed Egil Krogh to examine in depth the 
circumstances of the many recent disclosures of top 
secret and other sensitive material to the public. It 
is vital to the security of this country that appropriate 
and immediate steps be taken to correct the procedures 
and practices which have led to such disclosures. 

To assist Mr. Krogh in this project, I ask that you 
forward to him as soon as possible: 

( 1 ) All information acquired to date, 
including individual reports of interviews, 
with respect to those persons named on 
the attachment to this letter; and 

(2) A comprehensive background paper on 
Daniel Ellsberg; 

and to provide him with such other further information or 
investigation as he may, in the future, request. 

Please keep Mr. Krogh up-to-date on the results of your 
continuing investigation into this matter. 



Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 
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Date: - 7/27/71'* ’ 


V. I 


Transmit the following in 
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AIRTEL 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 

REGISTERED AIRMAIL 


(Priority) 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, HONOLULU (65-1081) (RUC) 

SUBJECT: ~U£C_LEU 

TNATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
00: Los Angeles 


Re Bureau airtel to Albany dated 7/21/71. 



£ 


■■■■■■■■ 


investigation vas conducted by-S A — 

^at Honolulu, Hawaii: • 

Confidential informants who are familiar with some 
phases of New Left activity in Hawaii were contacted on 
//27/71 and advised they had been furnished no information 
bearing on ELLSBERG’s past or present connections with New 
Left Peace Groups and similar organizations of a subversive 
nature: ; . I 




syi 
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In addition the following agencies were contacted 
and advised their files contain no information concerning 
ELLSBERG: 



Attorney General's 
Honolulu, Hawaii 


yoke 




fl)- Bureau 
2 - "Los Angeles 
1 - Honolulu 
TC/ctm 

.(5) 


KB Jlli. 31 1971 
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Special Agent in Charge 


Sent 
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. r . The indices of the Honolulu Office contain no 
information concerning ELLSBERG.f _ vy 4 • . .. 

The Honolulu Office will remain alert for any ’ 

» v •*, /> information concerning any connection of ELLSBERG with-W* &**?;*.- 
1 a subversive group^and the Bureau and the office of ■': *> v 
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Date: . 7/26/71 


Transmit the following In 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


AIRTEL 


(Priority) 


’ 

. 
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TO: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 


FROM ft/') G/SAC, OMAHA (65-849) (P) 


CL 




SUBJECT 


: CMC LEkJ2 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
00: Los Angeles 





Re Bureau airtels, 7/21/71. 

Check of Postal Inspectors, Des Moines, Iowa, indicates 
that "New York Review of Books", Post Office Box 79, Des Moines, 
Iowa, a subscription promotion box number of Cowles Publications 
Communications, 111 10th Street, Des Moines, Iowa, box 
discontinued as of 7/15/71. 


r\ 


For information of Bureau and receiving offices, 
Cowles Publications (Look Magazine), Des Moines, Iowa, has 
utilized box numbers for magazine subscription promotion both 
for their own publications and for other publications in 
Des Moines, Iowa, for sometime, however, recently Cowles has 
discontinued this subscription promotion practice. 

For further information of the Bureau and receiving 
offices, a review of the records of the Des Moines, Iowa, 

Public Library indicates publication ,t New York Review of Books", 
a bi-weekly publication of a literary nature. 

O **** [REgw 4 — ’ * “ 

\2j- Bureau (RM) UUtfSW 

2 - New York (RM) [ >/ / ft 

1 - Los Angdos (105-27942) (info) (RM) ' " 

1 - Boston (65-5236) (info) (RM) oq 1U71 

2 - Omaha ,7 JUL ^ 

DET:dsa 

( 8 ) 




/ysC 


SlTUGlT t9<Jcjal Agent In Charge 


Sent 


"fr U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: l»7l 
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: ' • * ' The publication is published in New York, New ■f-'-v. • 


The publication is published in New York, New ■ 

York, and the headquarters is located at 250 West 57th 
Street, New York City, zip code 10019. 


? 


A. WHITNEY ELLSWORTH is its publisher and one 
of its editors is a BARBARA EPSTEIN. 

.' • A review of library records indicated that the 

March 11, 1971, issue of ’’New York Review of Books” 
carries an article, "Laos: What is Nixon Up To?” DANIEL 
ELLSBERG is credited with being the author of this 
article. 
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LEADS : 

NEW YORK 

AT NEW YORK CITY, NEW YORK , will obtain back issues, 
of "New York Review of Books ' March 11, 1971, issue which 
contains article entitled "Laos: What is Nixon Up To?", by 
DANIEL ELLSBERG, and furnish same to Bureau by airtel. 

OMAHA 


AT OMAHA. NEBRASKA, will contact sources familiar 
with New Left activity within the Omaha Division and furnish 
results to Bureau and Los Angeles. 
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Um.TD STATES DEPARTMENT Oh JUSTICE 

FEDERAL DUREAU OF INVE5TIGATION 
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Field Office IV? r: 
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JUL 2 8 1971 
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Title: 
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TOs 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-7^060) 


FROM: SAC, CLEVELAND (65-3521) (P) 

RE: ®(m C^LEK^ 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

00: Los Angeles 

ReBuairtel to all offices 7/21/71. 

A review of Cleveland indices and contact with logical 
sources familiar with the established Left, the New Left, and peejce 
groups failed to develop any information indicating ELLSBERG's 
past or present connection with such group in the Cleveland area. 


( 2 )- Bureau (RM) 
kf - Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
2 - Cleveland 
TAC:jev 
(6) 


qt 


tx-105 


REC-34 


6S~- -7/o6<9 — 0/ 0 l 
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Date: 7/27/71 


Transmit the following in _ 

AIRTEL 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 

AIRMAIL 


(Priority) 
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) TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65~7 1 f060) 

FROM: SAC, ATLANTA (65-1729) (RUC) 

sub ject < Rmc L EK^ 

(Nationalities Intelligence) 
((00:Los Angeles) 


Re Bureau airtel to All Offices, 7/21/71« 


• i 


i 


Indices of Atlanta Office and contacts with 
informants familiar with activities and organizations 
of a subversive nature in Atlanta were negative 
regarding DANIEL ELLSBERG excep t inform a tion set 
forth in Atlanta report of ftA- i&y, - i.;';4M:fe^./]^ dated 
7 / 22 / 71 , concerning distribution of document entitled 
"Pentagon Viet Nam Study - Top Secret - As Published 
in the New York Times" at conference of Peoples Coa¬ 
lition for Peace and Justice (PCPJ), Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, 6/25-27/71. 



j 

« 



C 2 ) - Bureau (RM) 

2 - Los Angeles (105-27952) 

1 - Atlanta 

TFL/els 
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FEDERA BUREAU OF IN\-ST1GATION 


7\ J. * /' ./ 


REPORTING OPPICE 

OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

DATE 

investigative^ *erioo 
* 


DENVER 

LOS ANGELES 

7/27/71 

7/23/71T 

* 

TITLE OF CASE 

• 

REPORT M APE *V 

TYPED 1 

DANIEL ELLSBERG 

* '■ . js*' • . ' - 


cs 


CHARACT 


ASE 


ESP - X 



REFERENCE: Denver report of 

Denver teletype to Bureau 7/21/71; 
Bureau teletype to Los Angeles 7/22/71. 


- P - 


LEADS: 


DENVER DIVISION 

AT DENVER, COLORflDO; 

Per referenced report, will await decision of |U 
Departmental officials in Boston, Massachusetts, regarding I , jjl/j 
service of subpoenas on BURT WALLRICH and ANNE GUILFOILE, I // 

701 South Washington Street. 1 * iTl 




COPiE^ m AOEi/ l/V/l \ 

(a>Bureau (65-73454) (RM) 

2- Boston (65-5236) (RM) 

(1-USA, Boston) 

3- Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
(1-USA, Los Angeles) 

2-Denver (105-4507) 


D» ssemtnotion Record of Attached Report 


Ag ee, 


Request Reed. (/*><; // tt * ?') 


* Date fwd. 


&>/?/. 


How f wd. 


JzJZ.) 


?.-u 

6 


Dt-105 


Notations 
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COVER PAGE 



v» covctawiMi rtiHTiac Office . ttN o— srs-iss 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


*; 


* 

} 

'.1 


Copy to: 1 -USA, Boston, Massachusetts 

1 -USA, Los Angeles, California 


Report of: __ 

Do**: July 27 , 1971 




Field Office File #: 105-4507 

TMle: DANIEL ELLSBERG 


Office: Denver 


Bureau File #: 65—73454 


» 


Character: ESPIONAGE — X 


Synopsis: 


■BE Daniel Ellsberg, 
iutervi 6 wed.^^ji^^, w cooperaii'fG ,,> but could furnish 
no pertinent ^i^mnation classified documents being 
ELLSBERG's possession. 


- P - 


DETAILS: 


.♦ * 

k) 

■ 

.yt -T-c- 


Thu document contains neither recommend at ions nor conclusion* of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency, h and Its contents 


are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


U. i. GOVLKXMLX7 WW7WC OftTE : 1*1* O - W-MO 
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/ * 7** « 

• FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIvn 


1. 


Del* ©f tronicrlption. JZ/ 27 / 7 X 




§/Z- J • ^ « 
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—v- r r , t m¥r 


• • • ^ ✓ 

5iJ*?iT.G;iw / J?C- G_u »«|o 


. ^ "’.t VI . i ■ » ■■ ; <— 1 -* ' "— 

i> ; m ,- \ L - Jk^V' 

=n-fiu ; ' ; — --- —'"V • m‘»»• -i 

DAKTeL ELLSBERG, has visited him_on occasion in the 
past, but as best he can recall k 

ELLSBERG*s last visit was over a year a go. tie^recal 1 e 
that ELLSBERG*s present wife, PATRICIA, was with 
ELLSBERG on the last two visits, both of^which were 
for the purpose of going skiing. At the time of the 
first of the two last visits, ELLSBERG was not yet 
married to PATRICIA. 





could recall no visit in August, 
1969, and stated th^jELL^Bjyjg^sLted him less fre¬ 
quently than he did ~ & another relative 

in Estes Park, Colorado. iio J *could~‘recall no packages 
in ELLSBERG*s possession during any visit which 
could have contained documents. He stated ELLSBERG 
never discussed having classified papers of any sort. 


BERG was involved 

classified documents when he read of it in 
the Herald-Tribune while overseas. 





f ; 


- * i 

K. * 


Uf# 


, 7 / 23/71 

rviewed ©«____ 


- 2 * - 

—Denv-er r -€olorad o— 


•: > - • kr: 

*;« 



rr — M * • cs) 



_F«t # DN 105—45Q7_ 

\ - 
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, 0 ou dkioud _ 7 /2 7 / 71 . 


TV* document contotni neKber recon>m«ndo*iom nor c©nclu*ioni of fbe FBI. B h tbe property of fbe FBI ond It loontd to your ogency; 
B ond Hi contents ore not k> be distributed outside your ogency. 
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Date: 7/28/71 


. - uate: y/O/ ' 1 / I • 
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Transmit the following in___—. , ....-—I '• V j [ i- 

I : K (Type in plaintext or code) * I ‘ 

* •» .. ‘ J *ri ; 4 5 ■/' f *ti * 

Via AIRTEL _• AIRMAIL 


(Priority) 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (05-74060) 

FROM: SAC, JACKSON (65-46) (RUC) 


O. 




MC LEK 

^NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
00: LOS ANGELES 


Re Bureau airtel to Albany, 7/21/71. 

The Jackson Division had one informant, 
attend May-Day activities sponsored by Peoples Coalition for 
Peace and Justice (P CPJ) a t Washington, D. C., during the month 
of May, 1971. currently unavailable for contact. 

a APPROX /oW 

[advised only“one' perfibn from Mississippi known 
to attend PCPJ activities in Washington, D. C. during May, 1971 
this person beingage 22, w ^° attended the 
demonstration for Tu^T^Atyreasons. Source, who has been 
daily contact with f[ „ " ^advised she has never mentioned 
any information concerning DANIEL ELLSBERG. Source is not 
personally acquainted with ELLSBERG. 


1971. 




Jackson indices negative. 




/^-Bureau (RM) 
1-Jackson 
CS:pj b 
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. / . 


Director, FBI (65-7^060) 
SAC, San Juan (65-^96) HUC 

1C LEK-- 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

(00:LA) 


ReBuairtel to AL dated 7/21/71. 

Indices of the San Juan Office reflect no 
information relating to DANIEL ELLSBERG. fP.. '• •' t 

The following investigation to determine if 
ELLSBERG was in contact with pro-communist or pro-independence 
elements on the island of Puerto Rico was negative: 


contacted on 7 
contacted on 7/27/71 » 
contacted on 

Local confidential sources were contacted on 
7/27 and 7/28/71 and advised they had no information bearing 
on ELLSBERG’S past or present connections with organizations 
of a subversive nature. 



P 


(P- Bureau (RM) 

2 - Los Angeles (RM) 
1 - San Juan 

JJK:clb 

(5) 
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Transmit the following in 
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(Priority) 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, ATLANTA (65-1729) (RUC) 

SUBJECT: 0 (MC LEO 

RATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 
00: Los Angeles 


Re Bureau airtel to all offices, dated 7/2 

Indices of Atlanta Office and contacts with 
informants familiar with activities and organizations 
of a subversive nature in Atlanta were negative regarding 

except information set forth in Atlanta 
dated 7/22/71, concerning 
ocument entT tied, "PENTAGON VIET NAM STUDY - 
PUBLISHED IN THE NEW YORK TIMES" at 
conference of Peoples Coalition for Peace and Justice 
(PCPJ), Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 6/25-27/71. 

EX-104 

KE034 


DANIEL ELLSBERG 
report of 
distribution o 
TOP SECRET - AS 
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DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) ATTENTION: DID 


t. 


TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: (MC LEK . 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


SAC, MINNEAPOLIS (65-1447) (P)• 

cv -— ' 







Re Buairtel 7/21/71. .. 

' *'*• - r - -1 
' . '•••'■ * ; » • T 

For information of the Bureau, Minneapolis has 

submitted the following communications which tend to 
link DaNIEL ELLSBERG with subversive or extremist 
individuals: 

1. Minneapolis airtel and LHM captioned 
"KENNETH EARL TILSEN, SM - C", dated 
6/28/71 (Bureau file 100-361062). 


2. Minneapolis airtel to Bureau dated 

6/28/71, captioned "MC LEK” and containing 
copy of ELLSBERG's testimony on behalf of 
FRANCIS XAVIER KRONCKE and MICHAEL DUANE J 
THERRIAULT, who were convicted on charges rj/\/ 
emanating from their attempted raid on 
Minnesota Selective Service boards. 


3. Minneapolis airtel dated 7/19/71 captioned 
"MC LEK - Nationalities Intelligence" and 
LHM of same date captioned DANIEL ELLSBERG,< 
ESPIONAGE - X." 4,5". yyo&O— , 
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Minneapolis 
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4. Minneapol is report of 

dated 7/22/71 ami captioned 
"DANIEL ELLSBERG, ESPIONAGE - X.’ 
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TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65- 74060) 

FROM: ' SAC, LOUISVILLE (65-933) (P) 

SUBJECT: G’C LEK^ 

(mationalities intelligence) 

00: LOS ANGELES 

Re: Bureau Airtel to Albany, 7/21/71, 

Louisville Teletype to Burea u..7/13/71, 

Louisville Report of ■SAjfc jfcLI* _ 

captioned "DANIEL ELLSBEuG, ESP 1( 
dated 7/15/71. 


* 


'JAbh-J 


Ty 


In accordance with the provisions of referenced 
Bureau Airtel to Albany, dated 7/21/71, the Bureau’s 
attention is invited to referenced Louisville Teletype an 
report containing information re identity of subscriber ‘ 
to Kentucky telephone number appearing as collect call 
charge (4/l8/71) on toll record of telephone subscribed 
to by CORNELIUS SHEEHAN, 4505 Klingle Street, Northwest, 
Washington, D. C., as well as pertinent data contained 
in Louis/ille files re said Kentucky telephone subscriber 
and individual most closely connected therewith. 

Louisville has been unable to develop informa¬ 
tion re association of DANIEL ELLSBERG with above mentioned 
Kentucky telephone subscriber (Pike County Citizens 
Association, Elkhorn City, Kentucky) or any subversive 
organization and/or individuals affiliated therewith wither sj 

the Louisville Division. RE034 7t /° ^^J) ^ 

(2) - Bureau (65-74060) (RM) —“ — ” 

2 - Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) t 

3 - Louisville 11 JUL 30 ' , 

(2 - 65-933) 

(1 - 65-934) 

• EVA/vlr 

+ i ll _ 

film iim 
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Approved: 
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LS 65-933 

Investigation at Louisville continuing per 
instructions set forth in referenced Bureau Aiitel to 
Albany. Bureau will be advised of all pertinent develop 
ments re captioned matter. 
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(Type in plaintext or code) 


AIRTEL 
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(Priority) 
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TO 

FROM 


DIRECTOR, FDI (65-7^0601 
(Attn: DOMINTEL) n£( 


SA C, B OGTON 

r~> 


(65-5236) 



SUBJECT: MCJLEK 

NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 


Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are two copies 
of documents received from the USA’s office on this date. 

These documents are as follows: 

1.) Defendant's Reply Memorandum filed by 
, Attorneys LEONARD B.fBOUDIN and CHARLES R. 

■/ j .NESSON on behalf of Doctor DANIEL ELLSBERG 

i 2.) Reply Memorandum of the U. S. submitted by 
^ HERBERT F. TRAVERS, JR., USA, by LAWRENCE 

P. COHEN, AUSA, Boston, Mass,, to the /VI v >— 
above memorandum 


M 


,v 


Dy 

E /yr 


3.) Defendant's Response to the Reply Memorandum 
of the U. S. which was submitted by Attorneys 
LEONA IN) B. BOUDIN and CHARLES R. NESSON 




(&h Bureau (Enc. C) (RM) 

/1 - Los Angeles (105-27952) (RM) 
1 - New York (65-256*11) (RM) 

1 - WFO (65-H613) (RM) 

2 - Boston 
REBrmcj 
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EX-105 
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, FEDERAL'nUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


REPORTIN' Z C PFICE 

LOS ANGELES 


TITLE OF CASE 

DANIEL ELLSBERG 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

LOB ANGELES 

date 

7 / 29/71 


REPORT MADE BY 


/Vi . L 


I , l 


REFERENCE: Reuort of 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 


7/9/71 - 7/28/71 



CHARACTER OF CASE 

ESPIONAGE - X 



49 - 


da ted 7/19/71. 


- P - 


ADMINISTRATIVE- 


. "By teletype dated 6/2 9/71, Bureau file 65-7*t060, the /\<^ 
/''Bureau advised that all. communications submitted in connection 
with the MC LKK (Nationalities Intelligence) investigation that 
are to be disseminated outside the FBI, should be submitted 
captioned as above. 

Investigation period predates the date of referenced 
report to include FD-302s that were in dictation and to include 
investigation conducted by the Chicago Division. 

v.’a s present when her husband was 



CCOMRLI SUM ENTS CLAIMED 


A wlUM nLjMli 

cTV 1 5 
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S ZvIN G S 
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(Xj none 


RECOVERIES 


—.} -- ~ - 1 

ClH /! I rSl SPECIAL AGENT 

mkd — 


ACQUIT¬ 

TALS 



CASE HAS BEEN: 

PENDING O VER ONE YE AR □YES fj^NO 
PENDING PROSECUTION 

OVER SIX MON THS QyES QQnO 


8 Bureau (65-73^5*0 (RM) 

2 - Washington Field (65-11613) (RM) 
2 - Boston (69-5236) (RM) 

2 - New York City ( 65 - 256 * 11 ) (RM) 

2 - Chicago 

‘2 - Denver taHKHUH (RM 

3 - Los Angi 
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Request Rccd. 

f Qrjf) 




Date ! wd. 
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How *wd. 
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57aUG201971^ 
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LA 105-27952 


lntervlev.ed and stated she could add nothing to the 
information furnished by her husband. 


By teletype dated 7/22/71, the Los Angele 
^ion set forth the reasons for not interviewing 



LEADS 


CHICAGO 

AT HILLSDALE, ILLINOIS ; Lead has been set out 
to locate Bekins driver, MESSER. 


‘ EL PASO 

AT EL PASO, TEXAS : Lead has been set out to 
ascertain the identity of Mr. WILLIAMS, who was called 
by ELLSBERG when he was at the Belair Hotel. 

NEW YORK 


AT NEW YORK CITY, NEW YORK : Lead has been set 
to identify the subscriber of telephone number 212-0R5-2659. 

SAN FRANCISCO 1 

AT SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA : (l) Lead has been 
set out to Identify JANE SHOEMAN, telephone number 4l5-325~6582 

( 2 ) Lead has been set out to Identify Mrs. BARNETT, 
telephone number ^15-321-5727. It is believed this Is possibly 
ELLSBERG's sister-in-law. 


LOS ANGELES 


AT LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA ? (l) Bureau authority 
is being requested to interview WILLIAM MC GLOTHLIN and 
THELMA MOSS, faculty members at UCLA. 


( 2 ) Bekins driver.operates out of the 
L 03 Angeles area and Is currently on the road. A stop has been 
placed with Bekins to have him contact the FBI when he returns. 
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LA 105-27952 


Tin information concerning 
a guest ?t Continental Hotel, Cambridge, 
obtained from Bureau teletype to Boston, 


being 

Jjassachusotts, v;as 
dated 7 / 15 /Vl. 




JJ^cords of the Credit Bureai^of^Gr^^j^^^Angeles, 
k-wore checked by 14 


re gardlng _ 

Records of the Los Ange^r^Office regarding 
RGTH v;ere checked by Angeles County 

Vo te rs R v ~ 1. .•rer 1 r n ?.eco rn^r'^^’t^^oM|M| v.'ero checked by 

Records of TncLoo A node s Police 
lbri'i/;. ;niV,; for;; r<: ' n~Mlgis3E Vie l’e reviewed b.V 30- 
!^ f x.os;: , ,0 
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UK'*-ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA ^ 


Copy fo: 


Report of: 
Dole: 



Ofric: Los Angeles, California 


Field Office File *: 105-27952 



Title: 


DANIEL ELLSBERG 


Choiacter: ESPIONAGE - X 


Synopsis: 




subject volunteered to take LSD unaer controlled 
conditions and was administered a quantity of LSD by 
a clinical psychologist at the University of California 
at Los Angeles (UCLA). On another occasion, he volunteered 
to assist a doctor at UCLA, specializing in matters of 



Corporation, characterized ELLSBERG as an exhibitionist, 
who seeks public and professional adulation. He said the 
subject was an experimenter with women, food, thoughts, 
and social actions. He said that ELLSBERG told him he 
had experimented with LSD. No additional information 
has been developed to identify additional witnesses to 
the xeroxing of documents in Los Angeles in 1969. 


P - 


This document contain* neither recommendation* nor conclusion* of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; K and its contents 
arc oot to be distributed outside your agency. 


U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINT INC OFFICE : 1970 O * 40*-8*0 
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SBERG, wno was UTTiTi staying at the residence of one DON 
^xl'AYLOR (phonetic), 1111 San Vicente, Santa Monica, California, 


saw and SDOke with 



DANIEL on this occasion 
time. 
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was interviewed and advised 



__ Jwas advised that the FBI is currently 

conducting an investigation concerning Daniel Ellsberg 
relating to disclosures of classified information and was 
'Sked if °vid e any information concerning these 

tters. vised that prior to providing any 

r m a t ion in this regard he wished to consult with an 
ney and would contact the FBI concerning his decision 
'uch consultation. 
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fc 


y| telephonically advised as l'oiiows: 



regards, Johnnakey Chounarel (phonetic)l 

itJohnnakev is married to an Austrian and not 

- 

an's first name i£ 


Gerharat (phonetic). 



_File # Los Angeles 105-27 952 

Dote dictated-Z/^.l/7 j:_ 


I 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


1 


-- 































r 




ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIC 


Dote of tfon seription 7 



tnt^w;— 7 / 23/71 n, Los Angeles, California PlXm # Los Angelos 105-27 952 



Dote dictated 


7/23/71 


Thin document contains neither recommendation* nor conclusion* of the FBI. It in the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your ugency; it and its contents ure not to be distributed outside your agency. 

in 




-x-v- 

_jL 


. »v _1 


































XEROXING OF DOCUMENTS 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 
OCTOBER 1969* 





1 


13 










o 

F RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATE! 


1 


Dote of tronscription 


7/29/71 



advised as follows: 


Harry^'Ellsberg, the father of 
iM MsaSStisi^ Daniel Ellsberg, has been married three 
times. He had two children by his first wife, a daughter 
Margaret and a son Harry. He later married Daniel's mother, 
whose maiden name was Charsky. He had'two children by this 
second marriage, a son Daniel and a daughter Gloria. Daniel's 
mother and sister Gloria were killed in an automobile accident 
when Daniel was approximately fifteen years old. The elder 
Ellsberg later married a third woman several years after Daniel 
and Carol were married; however, he had no other children. 

^Margaret and Harry^'&llsberg are 
approximately twelve anoeleven years older than Daniel, 
respectively. 



Daniel's half-brother, Harry, attended 
Wayne State College in Detroit, Michigan, and had also attended " 
Columbia University in ilew York City, New York, but had with¬ 
drawn from Columbia prior to receiving .a degree from that school. 



__.yon:*:;' 1 title contact prior 

hovrever he had 

_learrill£ll_^^dw a3anti-es~tablishment an^ar^?^™ 

s no information that Harry.was 

doubts Harry was a communist and baseslf^'^ 
out above only on conversations ;:-v^-«haa 


mately Er 
to that til 
E3"left w 
rnilitary. 
ever a com 
activef****/ 


with Harry in the past 
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o 


W[ [ ,| ■ . | t ^^— Harrv worked for a railroad conpany 

in New Yorl^oT^yceiTSg^tic Icets. and subsequently took a position 
approximately fifteen y ears agojwith a life insurance firm also 
in llew York City, whore fife-* he -c.ontinues to be employed. 

’</ 11 1 



_ lHarry mar ried a girj 

named Sof ie, an opera sinner, whose professional name 
iis Sofie Stefan (phonetic). Ha] 





Row^ecaii tide aadres3 where Harry now lives 
but Bblieves that "it is in a town called Croton-On -Hudson or a 
similar such name located n orth of New York City. 

iHarry had a listed telephone 





l's older half-sister M? 





? 

i 


~Wr'T^:r s *X"’ ~ -- 


.12 


< hf*~. 

















V-/ 


F RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIOI 


Dofe of fronscription . 


-1/15/TL. 


- . . Neighborhood investigation at 5*U£ North Sycamore, 

L o Angeles, California, the former residence of.Anthony R # 
,Rosenwald, revealed that h e mov ed on Mav 17. 1Q71 . and iaff 

the forvjardinr 7 addross of I'i'I 11 """i 1 1111111 1 1 1| ^HIIHPr' 'IWIIWff # 1 11 f 

..iiFTnmrrrinnMr»rnirir^^ » ir ‘m 

HI 


HHH 







advised 
He stated 


he shared the aoar.tment wi vll a 

i{?fj AnthonyvRosenwald was a free We photographer who 
fc ? ropd Tapproximately May 20, 1971 , to do some free 
lance movie making and to purchase used cameras which he 
planned lO bring back and sell at a p.rofit. said that 

Rosenwald did not indicate when he would returloT__.~Z 

stated it could be a month or it could be six months’Trom 
n ow • 


Interviewed on _I/lii/zi- c Hollywood ^Caliitonia_ F „. * J^5^ngelos_i05^279529. 


Dote dictated 
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FE RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Dote of fran scription 


7/20 /71 



^ "The Advocates" television 
rive7 Los Angeles, California, 



of "The Advocates" television 


program, 437b Sunset 
advised as follows; 

He vias' 

program entitled "Should the Goodell Bill, Calling~for~th*e 
Withdrawal of U. S. Troops from Vietnam by December 1, 1970, 
be Adopted?", which was presented in Octob er 1969, exa ct 
date unrecalled by him. Ke st a t ed that 'in^ 

——nnot recall 
how Ellsberg came to ms attention as' an expert on Vietnam 
but believes that Ellsberg may have cone to his attention 
as a co-signer with five others of a letter published in 
the press urging United States withdrawal from Vietnam. As 
he recalls the o^jTer consigners of the le tter were also 
Rand employees. %***%&' >* ^ 3 ^^ 

.^.^^signers of the letter would appear 
ofrTjiupTogx dTuTout the Rand Corporation had refused to 
allow this. 



He definitely recalls that Daniel Ellsberg was 
in the audience at the KCET television studio the night 
the above show was presented and recalls that Ellsberg's 
daughter, Mary, was with him. He could not recall whether 
Ellsberg's son, Robert, was also there and does not know 
who else was in the Ellsberg party. He st ated That- t ho 
urogram started promptly at 7:00 


[sg^Dani^^E^^b^gii^th^a^ience • 


He stated that Senator Mathias of Maryland was the 
guest on the show and was also in the KCET studio that 
evening;—Senator-GoodeH^s-portion-on-the-program-was- 
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aired live from Washington, D. C., and Goodell, -therefore, 
was not in Los Angeles that evening. 
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Date 7/15/71 


< * \- 



interest in him nna her relationship with him was 

purely persona 1 art! romantic. She also s ta tec! 


i 

mm- • . 


„ bhe claims that she is 

mmmm. ... • _ 


apolitical and nnd no intei 
or RUSSO's political views 
neither EJJLSDEEG nor RUSSO 


or activities, 
discussed their 


She said that 
duties at 


Rand Corporation with her, and she 
that ELLSE2RG planned to duplicate 
contents of government memoranda. 


had no indication 
or disclose the 




ishe feels ELLSBERG 

is a "lovely guy" and she considers him a hero for 
what he has done in disclosing the "Pentagon Papers." 

noted that she is 
vhnn shp Kald dated TONY 
She said that 
ith RUSSO and apparently 
whereas RUSSO is not the 
i ttnen j of that nature." 

stated that SINAY 
down, however, she 
ct date or even approximate 


acouair]^^ 

RUSSO 

SINAY T>eccne too involved w 
was contemplating marriage, 
type of man to "mke a comm 
When their romance broke uj 
was on the verge of a nerv 
could not remember that exa 
time of -the occurence. 



0n 7/15/71 _ at Chicago, Illinois 

by 



-and f 
JPM/bak 


.File H 


CG 65-5369 


•Date dictated 


7/15/71 
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ial.Rand Corporation, 1700 Main Street, Santa 
Monica, California, furnished the following information; 


She first met Daniel Ellsberg when he came to 
Rand Corporation in Santa Monica in approximately 1963 . 

S-he—had—lunch-wi-th—him-on several occasions between 1963 
and the time that Daniel Ellsberg went to Vietnam. 

After Daniel Fllsberg returned from Vietnam, 
she never had any further social contact with him. She 
saw him at Rand Corporation on several occasions and believes 
that she edited a couple of papers that he had written. 

She stated that after he had returned from Vietnam he was 
extremely sick with hepatitis and his skin color had 
appeared to be yellow. On the few occasions that she did 
speak to. him at Rand Corporation she recalls that Ellsberg 
was very critical of the administration^ program in Vietnam 
and the whole Vietnamese situation. 

She said that Daniel Ellsberg was a person who 
did not like group affairs and to her he always gave the 
impression that he was a ''loner 1 '. She said that shehad 
no idea that Daniel Ellsberg would ever violate the security 
classification system at Rand Corporation. 

She advised that she has no information pertaining 
to any copying, photographing or the taking of any classified 
information from F.ana Corporation by Daniel Ellsberg or 
any other Rand employee. . * 



She stated that she did not know, nor has she ever 
seen, Anthony Russo nor does she know Lynda Sinay. 

* » / * 1 ' 

She advised that 
had been soci 


believes 


tha 
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strategists approximately seven o r e i rr h tvear s fLffVi , £ P d 
Daniel Ellsberg was a protege of She 

believes that Daniel Ellsberg hacT mu cnmore contac t 
socially and professionally v;ith the ^prior 

to'the time that he went to Vietnam, nWever, she does not 
know what degree of relationship existed after Ellsberg 
returned from Vietnam. 

She said that in her opinion if Daniel Ellsberg 
had copied classified documents and given them to the 
news media, she believes that he would have done this act 
alone and not with the help of any other person, however, 
she has no basis for this impression other than she feels 
strongly that Ellsberg is a ''loner". 
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Dofe of transcription _ 7/22/71 


. 



.- r " i i ,r iriitf"" ~—-”-iHrrriTr-ri.>ii mu', " .,. 

California, was interviewed and adv^e^a^fo5SS 


e is employed as a 

-—JRand Corporation, 1700 Main Street .Sarv?a 

sonica. Cai r yr,rn^. and had lived at g^S a^aWiffa^^J^ 
EBiiP^a from 1965 to * 

aniel Ellsberg had been 



Ellsberg resided at 20752 Pacm^55?H!igh5?y^Saibu7 

said that he was acquainted with Ellshpro- 

5 °"™ r . ?!! f arely had contac t with him explaining that 
they had their own separate circle of friends and excent 
for one or two occasions v»h«n 

mm 11 "i |-— 11 mriwiim■ tn I_ ' £ 

thev did no 




socialize with each other. 


they did not 


pSpBai' was not aware of the identities of 


Ellsberg»s-ntrrs?8, however, he recalls that the Ellsberg 

ro^n?if+I f 1 ^ e J 3 the i r ".father on many weekends. He also 
recalls that Anthonv^Russo vIsUpH Ellsberg on at leasf 

one occasion 1 • — -—— - 6 —* u - 1 

he worked at 


le Rand corpor£U^nf 



Jwith whom 


a brief visit. 


Schultz stated that he met Patricia Marx 




• ' 


- t fl T7-—-r-,rcc ^ was introduced to her by ElTsbf^f 

at a time prior to their marriage. 6 

fho nnccooc- .Instated that he has no knowledge regarding 
the possession 01 any documents by Ellsberg and never saw 8 
any documents in Ellsberg's home. He added that on Decision 

Soee a lr e v n E1 l? hs *Z Siting at a table on the beach? bu? 
does not know the nature of this writing other than it was 

workl” PreSSl ° n that E11Sbers was boing some Hand Corporation 


Interviewed on -ZZ.2 1/71 0 » SA&tja_ M OniC 



or_nla_F.ie « Los_Angeie s IOE-P7Q FP 

7/21/71 
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Dote of transcription _ 


» -j - —-- ■ ■ ^ ^ T ,QS 

Angeles, California, was interviewed and advised" as follows: 




stated that he has known Dai 


1958 when Ellsberg was a 


Sllsberg 


_ 9n< 3 was being considered forempj^ym^nt 

at uiu r.anu wore oration, Santa Monica, California. Ellsberg 
was highly recommended at H arvard and had w ritten several 
papers which brought him to tent Ion. He 

staged that Ellsberg was an ou^^So^^young man and 
brilliant in his presentations. 

. . . ,, -- 1 "iPand Corporation's 

hiring gnd exnected that Ellsberm would 


)artj c ulor know! edme v;as 


. ---jnd although tney had close social 

contact, their work proceeded along separate lines. 

He stated that Ellsberg's work became more 
concentrated on the Vietnam war and he served on special 
task forces in this regard. He said Ellsberg's work was 
involved in this war more from a political approach. He 
stated that Ellsberg served on several assignments with 
the United States Government including a tour of dutv ii 
Vietnam. 

Vietnam 

Sheehan a reperter while in that country. 

” is n °t aware of the extent of their association. 


__ continued that he was aware that in 

the latter part of 1987 Ellsberg had returned to his 
employment with the Rand Corporation. 


interviewed on—7//2 2/71 ot L os A ngele s, California Fttm # Los Ang eles 105-279 52 
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stated that he became aware that Ellsberg 
appeared to be suiTering from an intellectual and moral 
deterioration and cited a lecture that Ellsberg had given 
during a seminar held at the Adlai Stevenson Institute of 
th^iiversUyof^hica^Mnime 1968 , 

and was delivered to 

an audience which included several prominent individuals 
including, among others, Henry Kissing er and Arthur Schlesinger. 
Two comments recalled bygV , -.j were to the effect 

that if a small country Fece 1 ves aid from the United States 
then that country should expect that bombs will follow, 
continuing that y*^*ccmmon to the United States 

as blueberry pie. f.j stated he chided Ellsberg 
concerning these remarks and following this event he 
purposely avoided Ellsberg. Conce rning his rem ark regarding 
a moral deterioration of Ellsberg, EfSHSJSexplained 
that he was referring to Ellsberg'^ebhaxsratner than to 
his personal conduct. 


--stated that he has no knowledge that 

Ellsberg had ever appropriated classified documents or 
xeroxed themj however , he cited two instances which made 
him question Ellsberg as a security risk. The first 
concerned an article appearing in^the 'Washington Post" 
of May 17, 1970, written by Berbcagdy ^lan cautioned "The 
Government is a Cruel Liar". It was ^pa%g£graB o P ininn 
on reading this article that this was moreDanTeiE11sberg's 
article than Bagdikian's as Bagdikian did not normally write 
this type of work nor have expertise of the nature reflected 
in the article, but that the words?yDoearing seemed to be 
more attributable to Ellsberg. tated that he 

has absolutely no proof that hisobs^v^^ns have any 
"va l idity and sai d that is only an expression of his 
^lown opinion. 

The second point was to the 

effect that sometime in the Sprin g of 1070. wMi* in Chicago, 
he received a telephone call from a c lose 

friend and associate at Ran d Corpor^Ton^TP^y^’t^rf^l related 


--- „-chat 

;ert Ensberg, the son of Daniel and Carol Ellsberg, had 
informed fTb^Jthat he and his father had participated 
with others copying classified documents in some store 
in Los Angeles. 


2 1 * 
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th e truth o 




j?d that he had no way to assess 
Jwad told hirn, however, based 
long-time employment at Rand Corporation 
ana knowledge or the work performed at this Corporation 
he felt that if in fact Ellsberg had taken documents without 
authorisation and had then repr oduced-itcould lead to 
coi ^^ promptly 

to 1 dthat he was aware of thTrJrormW^^^^^^ 


aid 


v; as 


being investigated. 


stated that he never believed that 
Ellsberg v;ould ever have made disclosures as have developed 
and repeated that ho has no knowledge concerning any aspects 
of Ellsberg ever taking any classified material from Rand 
Corporation or xeroxing such material. 


in Vietnam and 
of this action, 
sometime afte 


re-iterated that after June 1968 , 
he had very little association with Ellsberg except for 
isolated meetings at social gatherings'. Ke stated that 
he was aware that Ellsberg and several other Rand Corporation 
employees had written a letter which was published in the 
"Washington For^^yLyj-ijyjjg^ng United States involvement 

openly expressed disapproval 
He recalled that at a social gathering 
>f this art^^^ETlsb<j?rg 

what he na<; uone. jgjjljgggra^J^stace^tH^irrisberg's 
comments in explaining tiisactirain writing this letter 
made less sense than the letter itself, which 
stated served no worthwhile purpose and was ah unethical 
use of the Rand Corporation name in identifying the signers 
of the letter. 



_Jfel.t that knowing Ellsberg and 

the other signers of the above letter it is his opinion that 
this was strictly Ellsberg's idea and he believes Ellsberg 
was the moving spirit in its origin. He believes that 
Ellsberg coerces people and uses them to his advantage 
and stated that this particular letter was a good example 
of his feelings on this matter. 
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stated that he believes that Ellsberg 
reached the height of his intellectual brilliance at an 
early are, but has never really achieved hisft^Tpotenital. 

that it is his recollection thatflHHHHI ' 
Rand Coiporation, had expressed disappointment 
in the quality of Ellsberg*s work. 


^ .characterised Ellsberg as an exhibitionist 

wh^S££Vrwmbiic and professional adulation. In this regard 
\ stated that Ellsberg openly bragged of his 
wcr.cn conquests and was the type of individual who would 
take pictures of these women in a state of undress and 
display them. He said Ellsberg was an experimenter not 
only with women, but with food, thoughts and social actions. 

He explained that Ellsberg loved to take risks, has parachuted 
from an airpla’ 2 j^£y^i s 2 j'£xperimentod with the drug LSD even 
commenti ng \o BSSSmn&r'i tha11 

houl 





though 


tTreai 


_ stated that Ellsberg is an actor who 

can present a sincere, intense affectation by which he can 
seduce the minds of women as well as the minds of fellow 
employees and high government officials. 


Wm is of the opinion that Ellsberg has 
no real or sincere concern regarding the lives of American 
soldiers or Vietnamese civilians and although he apparently 
welcomes martyrdom in his present situation, believes 
Ellsberg has no intention of spending any time in jail. 


Regarding Vu Van Thai, gg£^j|g|gygg|staT:ed that he 
knew this individual during Thai'^emp^yment at the Rand 
Corporation. He recalled that at one time Thai had been 
the South Vietnamese Ambassador to the United States. He 
stated that he believed Thai to be the type of individual 
who would alter his position to suit his purposes. 
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Dale 


7/26/71 


Main Street, Santa Monica, 


. Rand Corporation, 1700 
California, advised as follows: 



He first met DANIEL ELLSBERG when ELLSBERG 
came to work for the Rand Corporation in the late Fifties. 

He has never known ELLSBERG socially and has only met him 
professionally at meetings and seminars. He has had no 
contact whatsoever with DANIEL ELLSBERG since 1967 , other 
than to glimpse ELLSBERG In the corridors of Rand Corporation. 

He has heard rumors from other Rand employees 
that DANIEL ELLSBERG "was on drugs" but has no direct 
knowledge of this. He had also heard a rumor that 
DANIEL ELLSBERG was in some manner connected with the 
"May-Day people" and RENNIE DAVIS, a leader of the anti-war 
faction. 




ELLSBERG well. 


He stated that the major s 
s the person who w 
at Rand Corporation, 




knows 


He emphasized that he has no direct knowledge 
of ELLSBERG ever being on drugs or to have participated 
in any anti-Vietnam war activities other than rumors he has 
heard. 
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Date 


7/26/71 


Santa Monica, C 


_ Rand Corporation, 1700 Main Street, 

ornia, advised as follows: 



He has known DANIEL ELLSEERG since ELLSBERG 
cane to work at Rand Corporation in 1958. He and other 
Rand Corporation enployees feel that DANIEL ELLSEERG*s 
apparent unstable behavior could be due to the fact that 
he may be on drugs; however, he has no direct knowledge 
that DANIEL ELLSBERG has ever been a drug user. 

He did not know that DANIEL ELLSBERG had 
participated in the task force which compiled the "MC NAMARA 
Study", nor did he know that ELLSBERG was so involved In 
the Vietnam project at Rand Corporation. He has no direct . 
knowledge that ELLSBERG was ever associated with any anti- 
Vietnam War activity; however, on approximateljfeJi££ - Jj5, 

971 , he received a telephone call fromr 
aC^J^vlslon reporter and v/ho is associated 
with the ’ ' ' S iShow in New York City. FROMSON 

_w5^^j^!ing^?on^!n^ago, Illinois. He had introduced 

i,to DANIEL ELLSEERG several years ago at a dinner. 

_called him in an effort to determine ELLSBERG's 

whereaoouts as ELLSBERG's name had Just been made public 
as the person allegedly who made the P en tarj^rj_Pepers available 
to the New York Times Newspaper. He told If ' that he 

did not ^cv^/here ELLSBERG was located, g . jtold him 

that he, Hr .'^ Qiad last seen DANIEL ELLsSnO in April 1971, 
at Ann Arooi^i^chigan, where ELLSBERG was participating in 
a planning session with others who were organizing the 

1971, demonstration to be held in Washington, D. C. 
mentioned that included among attending 





planning session was RENNIE DAVIS. 



further 


told hi m that at that time ELLSBERG'had appeared "hopped up" 


and thal 


^believed ELLSBERG was using drugs. 


On 


7/23/73—at .Santa Monica,-Cal 1 fornla File #_Lop - Anggipg 105-9705 2 
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. i;u;:cau o: ; iijvi.micatiuN 

; ou., _ yJJ’JlX 




" ns identified by- t’.v 


___n Ci v i;; c d t ’»*. n t 

JSl vouli.be » _„_, 

second three elicits* He iccntif iec» t.,c ---- 

as much like a blind; counter check in a bank and stated they are 
available? i n blank form. in air terminals served by the company. 

^explained that a customer simply picks up the blank 
form, vhich is in triplicate, fills in the destination and pre¬ 
sents same to a vindov or gate. Th . e attendant stamps on the 
station of destination,^ class and dnl 

imprints the credit card on the ticket and has tnc custOi.*er 
sip,n it. Th.e top copy is retained by the customer, the second 
copy is retained by the airline, and the tnird copy is roiv-’a-cco 
to the respective credit card company. Credit care’s honored by 
1 ~ are American Express .Diners Club, Master Char 

BankAme^^ardTsna Carte Blanche. 


located 


check t o be made of hi s records ar. 

issued 



_ _ Contrary 

previous statement that the ticket in question 
would have been stamped nr.d imprinted with a credit card number, 
it vos found to be filled out completely by hand. He attributed 
this to the probability that the ticket was presented at the 
departure p.atc and the ottenoant diet not have appropriate sta...p.< 
and imprinting equipment, 


on 



r travel fromj 

L— 

1 

eOBBBBE 




indicates it vas issued 
si n :r: t j on for 



0,1 _._7_of Ent. ; o::nl Airport. Arlington 

Virginia 

__"BA _'_ 

7 |,if / - ( 4 #.f, foMtf iif itti i iniiii ifHi'uiit.Hi f*o* i k»ii li»i i«i«i lh# | 1)1. It i| lf.« f'lOftiif of lfi» I 1*1 f *'J I* lw«nr J l»* j •*%•# i*< |; 

11 Mill Ilf (Mllllill *.l ** litl lu I * l , l|lll| wfr J <•»*• »«*•• > VJt ^ j J 

****+-&'*-'+*'• -L.' -J 
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AX (»!i-A7 


t»'o credit earn v.'a s ind icated a:; __ 

' ivnliel ellsneyC, expiration date 


£ The amount of the ticket was 
and it was sinned "DANIEL ELLSBERG.." The ticket 


■anggi 


in attestion Bears the ini tnp Is "C. 1. VJ." in tnc uppci t i^,».t ^ 

flc tcmined Jdr.esc..to he the initials 
■Hn^ffi§v;!io validated the 


hnnci corner. ap.c^pi 

o f 

01 Ij^rruiM^iiaai iiniS*'-. 


Ui . nr .«- i rr! i rnl od oil t rj 

ticket. WhlTc tre Flight departure tiir.c is l.ot mcicatco o,i r. .. 
ticket, determi ned from prior airline schedules t .-at 

| " I 

f 


■ 


I 


• i “s h 




hade av ail ab le the original airline copy 


of ticket nunibe 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 


or permanent retention by 
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V 



3 ,. 
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Dote of fronscription r - 7/lA/UL. 



California 
rn co ' r>to j; 


; ed that she has Just located the 
for the rnotel for the period of | 
|Thisrncord reveals tha t Danie 
- A.lij and departed enf' 
■■Boland paid for the CUlf 
wvth a Bankanericard Number 4024 


checked 


in o. 
e occup ied j 
H He • 


3 stated that earlier 


cberg had only stayed between) 
he excused her mistaken belie 


however 
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Dote of Iron scription . 


.7/22/71 



;aiii onTia, advised that a 

TevTeTTof his records reflect that an individual giving the 
name D. Ellsberg., 10 Hillard Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 
had stayed at the hotel from 


interviewed on 7/ 20/7]_ot LosZineeles. ^California— File v Lo_S-_AnGeJLe5._lQ5-27.952 
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Dote of I ran scripfion . 


3/.2.6/Z l 



4 California, made available Mr. and 
Mrs. D. Ellcberg of 10 Hilliard Street. (^mbrid rre. Massachus etts. 
f hotoi. obvr -.luring their stay fronESHBI. .~ 


In addition, he furnished a list of telephone 
numbers charged to th e Ellsbergs* statement be twee ~~~ 

SB The local numbers cal le (Fare 
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LA 105-2795? 




Jalso furnished ths registration card 
for Mr, and Mrs. D. Ellc'oerg, 10 Hilliard Street, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, s'no 
and departure as 

indicated to be w lc nuiaucx 

guests t’wo. ThiTre^^^^r^arawa s signed Daniel 
Ellsberg, However, stated that Eilsberg and_ 

companion occupied Ho ora I 


The roorn number was 
land the number of 


»Jl! 


rr~c 


rr 
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Log Angeles, "CaTiforn^T^aavTseathat 
according to their warranty records the 1970 BMW sedan 
with VIH 2530833 was imported to the United States on 
October 13, 1969 and was sold by L and N Motors Sales and 
Service, 8081 Garden Grove Boulevard,’ Garden Grove, 
California, to one Patricia Marx of 2752 Pacific Coast 
Highway, Malibu, California. 


According the L and N Motors Sales 

and Service Company went"8u/ol 1 " business recently and that 
any additional information concerning the purchase of the 
above described vehicle cay possibly be obtained from the 
majority stock holder of the defunct corporation, a Richard 
Washer (714-644-2369).* 


lntTr :.,--j - 7/13/71 Los Angeles , Califo rnia, Ftu # Los Angeles 105-.?J952 
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boulevard, Garden Grove, California, advised that he had 
located the records involved in the sale of a BMW automobile 
VIN 2530833- A review of these records reflect the following: 



A Patricia Marx called on t-he telephone tothe^ 

N Mat or Sales and Service, talked to salesman P 

land thereupon purchased the automobile irupstion 
ovoYUie phone. She sent by mail a $2,000 check which 
^believed to have been, an out of state check. The 
carin question was thereafter delivered to her Malibu 
address 2752 Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, California, at 
which time she paid with an additional check for the 
remainder of the price. The date of sale of the car to 
Marx is listed' as March 31> 1970. 


_[advised that Richard Bradford is 

employed at Circle Motors, Long Beach, California 


currently 

(644-2705). 


klnterviewed on 


7 /21/7 1_ of Los Angele s. Cali forn ia ft Los _Angeles_J.05-27952 


\ - 


•SA-' 
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t)ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGAT) 


Date _7 / 21/11- 



_ California, was advised of the identity 

of the interviewing Agent and the nature of the inquiry. 


reflect that DAiJ 
Masoachusett 
had had t 
period of 
and is presently 
•er.ent—halance 


stated that the records of his office 

Lidge, 
He 



n.J r: t.' n .e_o-iiy^one^issued to him, for a 

T Hls 
Ind his limit on this card is 


ndl cated that any further information 
'will-be forthcoming only upon the issuance of a subpoena duces 
tecum which should be directed to him at the above address. 



On 7/20/71 a t Pasadena, Californi a 

tlwiA 

by 
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■mi i ■■ii i" 

copies of the following documents pertaining to the moving 
of items for Daniel Ellsberg, 20752 Pacific Coast Highway, 
Malibu, California, to 30 Wadsworth Street, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts: 


Interstate Order for Service, Number 57^970, 
dated September 2, signed by Joe Sekyia 
(Carrier's Representative). 


Uniform Household Goods Bill of Lading and 
Expense Bill, Number 271925- 


Uniform Household Goods Bill of Lading and 
Expense Bill, Number 533673* 

Combination Household Goods Bill of Lading 
and Freight Bill, Humber A380576. 


Copy of Bekins communication to Hillsdale 
and Montebello Office regarding Ellsberg's 
move dated September 3* 


The above documents consist of one page each. 
One copy each of the above five documents are attached 
hereto. 


pointed out that in addition to the pick 
up of household goods at Ellsberg's residence in Malibu, 
Bill of Lading Number 57^970 indicated a second pick up 
of items at the Rand Corporation, 1700 Main Street, Santa 
Monica. 


as well as 
on September 



advised the pick up at Ellsberg's residence 
e pick up at the Rand Corporation occurred 
15, 1970. 


Interviewed on 7 / 22,^71—ot BeverJLy_HiIlS-^-Califiamia File ft Xos-Ange-les—105-=2795 
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LA 105-27952 



that __ 

residence and made the estim ate 
In addition, Bekins employee 
packinrnaterial to the Ellsbcrg 
1970 . ^BKBSB^tated that the 
packing. pUj^gBBAfurt her 
in tranoi^rSi^the items 
Trippctt's vehicle was 
further explained that 
Bill of ladings, there 
from Trippc-tt 

_did not know 

but staled they 
Office of Bekins 
Street, Hillside. Illinois, 
a copy of the inventory for botn 
residence and the pick up at Rand 
Street, Santa Monica can be obt,ai 
Office at Hillside, Illinois, 
inventories pertain to Bill of 
and Number 


ei r re cords further indicate 
.. . ,< went to Ellsberg's 


the 



' s 


cost of the goods.^ 

_ delivered seme 

residence on September 11, 
Ellsbergs handled their own 
stated that the drivers involved 
are named Trippett and M esser 
described as Number V4328.| 
according to information on the 
was apparently a transfer of some 
vehicle to a vehicle driven by Messer, 
the full names of the above drivers, 
could be contacted through the Central 
Van Lines C ompany a t 333 South Center 

further stated that 
e pick up at Ellsberg's 
Corporation, 1700 Main 

rom the above Central 
specified that the 
Ladings Number 571925 (residence) 
533673 (Rand Corporation). 




said that from a review of available 
records he could locate no information reflecting that 
Bekins Moving Company handled transporting of Ellsberg’s 
automobile to Cambridge, Massachusetts. 
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fTO f»€ COMPLETED bv the PERSON SIGNING BCIOW) 
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Al' .i ir »ri o*’«R *•••. f tci •<•*<*« r »i *-• a^ti •*. 
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or*[»F:tf :hi S- 4VtRf * u •( Li*v»3 An* •/* »*;*»•* V »M VAIU( 

fSU*i to li ]\ T<¥tt i»>i »i cm r* ini tm.avcrt ir r«f* \ „*j 


X SHIPPER. 




t:.i vry\ 
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»«■ «• **o - 


t '* c^*|PP£ P OJVEN AND RECElPr O0TAINfO 
rOR INFORMATION 5UMMAPV BOO 103 


SKiPfTR PEQUESTS f^OTIFICATiON 

of actual charges. 


NOTIFY AOORESS_ 
JJQ.TtriCDJV_ 


□ vcs 

w. t 

PHONE 


J2AJX. 




TKf Wl ICHT USEO OF_ 


.LBS. IS THE 


J* A N U P A C TUP EPS CF PTIFijQ C O PPEC T W E * GMT._ 

‘ (••'HIP 'ER'* T-r TARF y.jf. InHT OF THE 

•**ss ** _IvHlICLT MU3jf PL I NT -Nir n if< THIS 

-7 L«*.f P7>Ton TO l.OAOif.G vO'jn sh.P. 

w f NT CN TUT Vi Mi w Lt. 


y:y- '* • " T, 5 rt a s7 


ITCM1/CO CONTAINER. PACKING ATO UNPACKING CHARGES 


OCSCRIPTION 

’rr^i 


• l 


CONTAINER 


PACKING 


PjcHoo 


UNPACKING 


Unpachirr} 


TOTAL I 


SPECIAL SERVICES/REMARKS 



C VTF 

* . 4 / i 


/i/ : > 


CG'JIPVCNT NO. 

-r-- ^ T 7 


t —- ^.T^r- 

‘J J „ . • • *4 >• 


[ZZ.JL 


jLTiTf_ 





WEIGHT, RATE, AND 

CHANCE'S SudECJ TO CORRECTION 

ACTUAL CHMOII 

BASED ON TARIFF NO. ^ A 

*__SEC..y_ miles_ 

• 

.7/1 

NET WEIGHT • - 1lBS.»*$ 

CWT 

C p 7 

RATING OFFICE__,-^_ 

£_OATE_ r 



CONTAINERS (lte^i/«d »t>09t) 

DUE 


* '• z S 

PICKFO UP BV_ ZJ. /.*, -|| 

DATF •- f . 



PACKING SERVICE (It«ml/«<J above) 

OUE 


LOAOEO BV i . 

OATE- v < 

L-t 


PICK UP 

OUE 


DEL. RES.O WHSE.D BV. 

OATF . 



WAREHOUSE HANDLING 

OUE 


ORDER BOOKED BV-- 


ORIGIN STORAGE 

OUC 


ORIGIN SERVICE BV * - * 


APPLIANCE service CMOS 

OUE 


BILLING AUTHORITY BV___ 


?£/?N T i £o!MAT 10N CHARGE 

OUC 


IF GROSS TARE NET 

REWEIGH WT. WT. \t\ 

AGPf EO OLV OATE OR PERIOD OF TIME..' *J m S* 5 


OUC 



OUE 


KMiiNr. r&ooir jv _BEKINS VAN LINES CO _ 

•'l 


^fiVfcTlON S • 

g PER tIOC 


Ar.FNT '• 

'* & ia’St 

€J9 

0 

# 


SUB TOTAL 

P/n - 

ADDRESS _ Jjr .... 

PHONf 


DELIVERY 

ouc 


BV 

nr.'.?. 

0 1 


WAREHOUSE HANDLING 

OUE 


BILLING AOORESS PER P.O. OR 

GBL NO. __ 



DESTINATION STORAGE 

OUE 


to. CC3 

WE 



UNPACKING SERVICE 

OUE 


AOORESS. 



OUE 


CITV 



TOTAL TO 8C BILLED 8V 


STATE 

ZIP 

cz 


TOTAL COD. (collect this amount) 

C, f F 

STG. AT OF ST. AUTH. LTvES CnO GL'mitafion O^yv 


V* . •*•/*• 

J* 1 

PAID ON ACCOUNT TO 

FaV l/ENT ^ECEIvCU ov 

CGuL 


fo • 

* • l<M 
©« (*«•»#•* 

BALANCE OUE (In IS Dayl) 




M« ■» •« V <• ** 
ty* < •• 

111 • 

~0y c* <Tl 9 |H| A«u>*( O* 'I'.aiMb VI *«<CrV **»0 Aauwt k'lM O COOOV •*» COOO 

tc^oii<oHt»un «v*.o*«o 

3. ADVANCE BILLING COPY 

MAIL TO O.D.T, HILLSIDE 

rvjo.533673 


o 

C**“ f VI 

V 

i 

fOMO 

pATE 



Any motor earner, or other person or any officer, agent, employee, or representative thereof, who shall know¬ 

ingly and willfully neglect or fail to make full, true, and correct entries or who shall knowingly and.willfully 
falsify, destroy, mutilate or alter this form, shall be subject to a penalty of $5,000 for each such offence. 
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..|(cLtAtI 

Oat)Ff1 FOR* 
SERV'lCL* ' 


DEKf’IS VAN LINES CO. 

133 SOUTH CENTER ST RLE 
HILLSIOE, ILLINOIS 60162 
PHONE: 312 S44'0:*O 


B/L REF. NO. "7 I 5" 


SF^IP HQUSEHQLO GOOOS OESCRlPEO BELOW TROM 


for TP ANSPQRTATIQN ANO DELIVERY TO 


? /: .JtcZajxzL-jZfyA 








~FTooT" 


PACKING DATE 

REQUESTEO 


service information 


( 2-f/-r R^?i PO ^ S-/s+£< <2£l£g 


ACmerj PICK UP DATE 
OR PC fltoo Of Time 


ACMECO DELIVERY OATC 
OR PERIOD OF Tif/E 


SHIPPER'S CONTACT ENRQUTE^ty/7 L\~/~ 


$'<5a=J-£_ 


^APPROXIMATE WEIGHT JiSOO. CU FT_mu r i'S/ -V ^ 

•I_ AP Jf r No / S'fc _ RATF pcp CWT % ?/y ,j 1 


SHIPPER'S CONTACT AT DESTINATION 
SiQPJi^ 


^LOCATION OF SCALE TO BE USEO AT ORIGIN jC&A 
jDSTORE SHIPMENT. OlN TRANSIT □ RFGULAR 
AT__ 


OESTINATIO f/.X) EtfvE fftlft'A G EII 

• dope /Pou,,!^ 


PHONE 


NTERLINING CARRIER (if anyL 
|*Pl>ftESi 


/ s ,, jk /- phone tr<y-/: , ,<rc 


PHONE 


_WAREHOUSE 


—LQ£AJXQ__ 


MATERIALS, PACKING ANO UNPACKING SERVICES 


DESCRIPTION 


SPECIAL SERVICES OHDEREO 


BARREL, OISH PACK 


(□extra flight Dorigin f. 


. Doestin. 1 _ 


Dpiano carry Dorigin Doest. Dtype of piano_ 


CARTON 


LESS THAN 


CARTON 


]aRRANGC APPU/VNCE SERVICE OwASHER DoRYER □ AIR COt 40 
CfnV.SET DsTOVE DrEFER DfrfEZER DsTEREO SET 
□Jexpeoiteo service- delivep on or BEFORE_ 

□ complete OCCUPANCY OF A_ 

□ exclusive USE of A_ 

Qs PACE RES E RVATION OF_ 


CARTON 


-CU. FT. vehicle. 


CARTON 


-CU. FT. VEHICLE. 
CU. FT. 


WARDROBE CARTON 


CRIB MATT PE SS CARTON 


TOTAL ESTIMA TED CHARGES (Wn«n Estimate Mode) .... 


MATTRESS CARTON 54'*75^/AX. 


I 

\ 


MAXIMUM AMOUNT RFQUiRfO TO PE PAIO ON Of LIVERY # «*C7/ ^ - ~f 

C p C 0.0. jwiPVtNl U u ON REQUEST QF CUSTOMER_ J. )Lzi V OS 

fCltifnjteB TofJ‘ Put 10% B«l|«ir« Ou« m !5 Wrr.>^ Oiyt) 


MATTR.CARTON OVERS4‘^75" 


MATTRESS COVER 


CRATES 4 CONTAINERS 


CHARGES TO BE PAIQ IN CASH. MONEY ORDER OR CERTIFIED CHECK 
BEFORE PPQPrPTV PLLINO'l»SHED BY CARRIER. 


IVi 


6 V» 


KS 


to2aa£jiF^H!ESTS N0f • F<C*TiON V ACTUAL CHAfiGES.HNO ! !YES 

F YES, NOT if v A : __ 

adllrf.^ 



ESTIMATEO no. 


Containers 




Pa chlnj 


-aL- 


Unpac. 


ONLV! T WILL B£ EXTENl> t - u TO APAWOVEO COMMERCIAL ACCOUN 


ESTIMATE VA OF UNO 

-lc 


V hl PP* r ylvgn ard rect’Ct Qptjmgd for irformjt»on yjrnrrary BOp 103. N, 


ONLY! 
INVOICE TO. 

ADORESS_ 

CITY_ 


UNLESS T»i. L>f'»*Lj , a * P».^tA-.LS fut r 

?. r . ViL cl ; r . <7s , l : LU i'OUNu I f R /• pjrir.i . . • h l (Ann 




-STATE. 


CHARGES AUTHORIZED BY_ 


ZIP 


' r *'P LO'-S /*MO 0/»Vf4f,r. shall nr CITHER H ; !,^? £0 J T EXTENDED ON BASIS OF SHIPPER'S EMPLOYER’S OR OTHr 

X* Vt- l)r * 1 A, ’ f f * Pv ™ r - SHI'-Pr r< or AN AVOUN * f G* 1 A ‘ PAV PART OR ALL CHARGES, SHIPPER ACKNOWLEDGES 

ISCW J LA S T£R CACM P ° 1Jf,r > rr VvfGMT IN • Mi; SHIPMENT. V7HIEHE Vt R l ^ > /AINS PRIMARILY LIABLE FOR PA YMENT. OWLtCGES 


?!r‘ L M OVE SUR.tCT TO • Mfc PULf.S ANO CONDITION*. 
shipm!en^a^va!ue n*ot e^g.*I. rFASLs f HI. eniihl 


wnr.r-r t^r . #rf i Pf C‘>»1Pi F fEd HY R‘.0*,Ofi S'GNING «V l v HVi 

SPAT F rn 1\5 f S ^ CUN! RAC ' MUSI INSERT IN Hu 

ABOVE, IN HI j f, ,ti 11A R I | ,NO FlfrlFR MIS fjla i APtfii 'a 

OF TH» ACTUAL Vm! UF. nF THE ' HIPMFNT.OR THf. WORT3*/"C (P CvVNT r 
r^t ’ ,Cl *" *' THf PWISF THE $H«MRL NT W*f l Pi 

Dl EMf D REL( ASLO TO A MAXIMUM VA| UF EQUAL IT 4 1 )s liijiK 
THE WEIGHT OF THE SHIPMENT IMPOUNDS " 51 7,MrS 






SHIPPER HE«N OY AOTHOPl/LS AND niMECTS L ARPjf |» ANP r A,»R», ; 

AGREES TO PERFORM OR ARRANGf FOP T M* L-| PM)PMAN C f r » 
PACKING. STORING AND OTHTR HIIVTI T. ANO TO TRANSPORT Ol 
FORWAPO OVER IMt I.INFS OF ANV AMIHORl/fn CAUPK !l f\ f. 
DIRCCIfD HEREIN. ONE I Of OF HOUSEHOLD CtjOQS Fi^^ -» 

RFCfipf v.iil fir gi ven sm»ppi i» v.nc n t anrit a i’mysicai i » 
RECEIVES SAME., t I THf U A f f S ANI l 11 lARGl * ANO SOHsE •' f T'#|» - 
P^LFS ATJf> RI.C.I i* A r IONS f i'»M THE l#C Vt liNI/EQI OF CADRIi P 
BUSINESS AS P« -»Vi;>f O .14 lur apoliGAN'E » APlErj r.NO RA*“ 

schedules in ri hct as of thf. dak. oi shipment which ah - 
. L f.'\ r , ULLV pnnw 'H gated, on r, L fjj rj accordance with la.. 
UNLESS SM'prrR INS r run re r.u or ry/isc . in /.ruin.; i? is a* rfin 
THAT I HIS CONTRACT MrtY r»r PE KFOnUf OAT CARPans OP I ION py 


EITHFP TME WOI«).i LAl'i-ir M t)IV*M'#M 
Ql VISION Qf BC KINS UVM Lir«» S CO 


;*« i»,r * oil/,r not 


Rti^ARKS/SPECIAL PROVISIONS/SHIPPER’S DECLARATION OF 00C 

VSENT\^ECIE. EXTRAORDINARY VALUEO ARTICLES MUST BE LIST! 
BELUrA'jF MORE SPACE NEEOEO, ATTACH LIST_ 


2/US)A(LK ijp saJ \ 

/\&/l:Z>^/700 / Ys1^sU ^7-- 


□c.o.o. Dcobp. Dcovt. J&4HG. OeLEc. □ oae □_ 

BOOKED BY COOE QATE ^ 

ORIGIN SERVICE BV CO OF ^at«- 'T" 

BILL AUTH by COOP 


-OATE. 


I HAVE HEAP ’Ml', '.’CM MAf. * A'.»»f.LU. TULPRuvlS /N N 

. ACKNOWLEDGE RCCtlKT OF A COPY. ^ ‘ *' L# ’» A * U 


S»GN HERE X . 


r*»M C/9 |M»» 701 

T 

.i 


CUSTOMER (SH 


. BEKINS VAN LINES CO. 

- - r ' dat c ? J _ BY *0 ^ S'/ OM'/ 

shippero^gent, ^^c^rTeeTsS^s^at-ive - c o br^ - 


y-<2 

"oate 


ft 












































































































































'MBINATION HOUSEHOLD GOODS BILL OF L 


J & FREIGHT BILL 


STORAGE - SHIPPING 




ISSUED AT 


S'NCl Ml 
MOVING 1 STORAGE CO. 




A 380576 

MOVING 


PACKING 

HOME OFFICE 

1335 So. Figueroo $». Los Angeles, Colif. 90013 
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f TT | TT l Tr j rT T TI |' ir T rT J rr P 7 [ rr T lr ^ rr T rr | 1 H rT Fn TT r rT ^| T ~ > T rr [ lr T TT I TT r Tr y TT F T ^ rr T TT | rr F T | TT T n | rT l rr ^ TT I TT T TT F TT T TT I rr r r P~ T I ,r i n i 1T r T i 

_jlil.uiiilijtijJaiblllLlii.LilJilliliiliiJ^ I III lul n ti 1 1 1 1 ii 1 hi lull ill I I It, 


L-LOADING D-ORIVING UL-UNLOADING UP-UNPACKING X.TIME OUT FOR. 


t>^ 

EXPLANAT ION: P-PACKING____ 

PoteNed, pviiMOnl U O'dof l«» Service* (II •"»! #*( • A »cl rh« Ailn or d («ful«ll»>i| In #H#c* on fh • Jet# «l At Iffwe •( All Ml of Losing. 

IK# P'© *w"y d« 0 <riLo 4 trio* (r o p 4 tori,* ;"l a* co"*en*o ef c o-m • **• d end a • • *m od ai »h o- n bo few, which i «. d c a*" p«"y (the w o'd c o** ©on y to - 

trg v '*■(••• *c iK-i ta«"s'» at e-’y t''u p o» c •' f ©' «*• in ^aimilto •* the ^'©;-orty vndor «Fe c*nf#artl aftai ce"y la do»»*ne*«en •oA(a<«( Lelow. 

If within fhf »<or* cf *•» lfO'**i»n», O^l'.la *3 deliver f.» a p |'*,«< C«»r,oi deliver oe<J Jo I'inat< „.i. If .0 t(*#al, •* »e oe'.h !•»»■•* of oil ^ «n T of 

«e*d f/Oforf* a*i* oil OF *«r *»'••#'» of *o/'i »e (•t«<-*o , -o«. e*td ai *• ooc* p©'*y #♦ e*»y tlwe ioft'ti'ol .n oil o* a p r o f »e*4 r^f o.#* f oavvice «o t» r *.t 9 .w a d h«r*. 

o«do. t P o 11 to I.tioc* '• oil »9> orv^.t '.d It *j«, printed o' oiiMao, harem cam©.nod. INCLUDING THE CONDITIONS ON BACK HEREOF, which 0 'o 

h©'©b r oj’ard I# by |Vipp«r (««r**f • ©' hmoolf i<*d hi© aoi<(<*i. 


j 


_M AT'L L PACKING LIST 

fcAfcfiELS. OfiUMS.*D»VI PACK v 
Ob** Si«' o'*r Ova y *d C cr*jrf< 

CAR DB 0 AFCfs E> A fiZ T O RS 
(SAF.T.PA K)_ 

CARTONS, MOT OVER 3 CF 

Car't ons7 ov fR*3 

__NOJ_6ve R 6 CF_ 

CARTONS. CTvjER 6 

NOT 6V£R 1 2 CF_ 

CARTONS, OVER 12 CF 


CARTONS-MATTRESS 3 « 3 
U I S 


CARTONS.MAJ 


COVERS.MATTRESS 3 ■ 3 


USED 


331 

2.s 


3 


U"lf Cl* o f go 




■S2JL 




CHARGE 


H. 


n. 


7S_ 

ijL 


5TO 


SHIPPER -tX- j - 

Rx c- Cf M v 


MOVED FROM 


C ONSIGNEE _3avTM2 


—————j- 

*gp ?“s _Mcck-L}^_y£i_A_^_2 ?_ZlZ_ 

p°ffi / // ,9 /^ I *»• 11 Jffi- 5 / PR - w «- 

COMMODITY. On# !©♦ ©I KovtofioM goodf at doocnbod in I7-M.C C, 467 w«lt»» 


*lo# <«4'c*»o4 


GROUND FLOOR (Not o«tr 7 St#p») 


AT ORIGIN 


AT DELIVER! 


COVERS-MATTRESS 4 > 6 


CARTONS-OFFICE MOVING 


NO. OF FLIGHTS (I «• 20 tfopo I or f.r.f fl.gM. 
Eo(k ao'ioo «•* A#a ?0 iiapa, lAo'ooft of 

• aNi*ionol lligAf.) 


J 5 £ 


CARTONS.PICTURE & GLASS 


CRATE-SIZE 


LUMBER.1 « 4 


TK« l*oV>.li* f ©< »Si* («.pa"T I o' «n r ptaeo. ©cc*og« or i«t tO"*an»i if li««>fod <a 60f p«r 
p©w«d pfF ortxla (10a p of pavnd poi articla f©» ofilpn , on«o by foH ar we*o' camai ar 
►y |ona»el ht'ght »a*ei coFfiaF) aniaoP a Hi^of valvo'ian if doclo'ad »n »nl,ng or>4 
00 na'od la'ao« in which Cota 'o»o» baaod on twch highaF docla'ad oalwafian will bo 

Higher VoluO»ioni S . . . . . 


LUMBER-1 > 6 


NAILS.LBS- 


TERMS- AM ad.ancao of lawful cha'goa wutf bo pa >4 in cooh. mm a'doo« 
COFf.fiad chock bofo'o ce"io« dat.»#i» a# ralinqw>«hao potaoaoian of f^a prapa'ty. wnlaoo 
athaFwi^a indica'ad by cofftof. 

O.a'i,m# Cha«9od Oofa'a B A.M. and Af*a» 5 P.M. a» Fof Safw'dayt, Swndaya ©fl HaMdayP ( 

... — ...- ■ ■ ■ - 1 -~r* - . 1. . . 


NAPTHALENE -I PS. 


PA P E R .c0 S 


F* » T /- F ■ C 


PAPER .KRAFT .LBS. 




V#« 


PAPER -TISSUE -QUIRE 




tape.GUmmED.ROLL 


Loading 


Hr». 


Twine -LBS. 


WARDROBES 


-2 




DO 




Dov/bla 

Driving 


Hr* 


c o 


total packing material 


Unloading 


Mrt. 


No. PCS. 


RATE FOR 
FIRST PC. \ 


RATE FOR 
ADD'L pcs. } 


Driv 



Holpor 


Helper 


Helpor 


RECORD OF CHARGES 


SALES TAX on material 


cartage 


Pegulor 
Hrp. $ S 


Hr. 


Pocking Hr». 


Unpocking Hr«. d $ 


Hr. 


MAT'L. DEL. CHARGE 


Unit* i 


to. 


2Z 


cartage 


oo 


Overt ime 
Hr*. ^ j 


Hr. 


cartage 


li». * s 


Cw». 


TOTAL PACKING. UNPACKING 4 MATERIAL CHARGES 
NAME 


DATE 


START 


FINISH 


EXTRA MEN 
Grond Q 

Piono Upright [^J $ 


Hr*, f S 


Hr. 


F li ght 
E«»fo S 


M5~7/^r 


advances 


TOTAL Pocking, Unpocking 


7^ ^ 

£ Mgtafial Chataw^ 


s/ 


OO 


PROTECTION Volwotion S. 


cu. 


Shipper. 


CARRIER; 


6EKINS 

MOVING t STORAGE CO 


TOTAL COLLECT CHARGES 


Sorvice* |ko»o heroin were randarod end rho pr e p«rty described above 
received in good condition •■cep* •• no f ed. 


CONSIGNEE; 


BEKINS MOVING l STORAGE CO. 
Received Poyrnenf 
By 



ORIGIN AL-WOT NEGOTIABLE 
PRINTED IN U.S.A. 
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RAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO' 


Date of transcription _ Z/2.6JZL 



______ _ Bekins Moving and Storag 

Company, 215 S. Canon Drive, Beverly Hills, California, 
telephonically contacted the Los Angeles Office of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. He advised that he recalled 
visiting the Danie l Ell sberg res idence in Mall b tr,_Calif ornia 
in September 1970> 



l he time. He recalled 
they had a minimum of furniture but a great deal of personal 
effects, as books, linens, dishes and objects of art. He 
also said that arrangements were made to transport Ellsberg's 
automobile aboard the moving van. He noted there were 
two "pick ups" involved in the move, one at the residence 
and one at the Rand Corporation in Santa Monica, California. 
Also, in connection with this move, deliveries were made of 
Ellsberg's property to the address 10 Hilliard Street, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts and the address 30 Wadsworth 
Street, in Cambridge. He stated he assumes one of these 
addresses is Daniel Ellsberg's office. He said he recalled • 
no special or unusual instructions regarding the handling 
of any portion of the goods and observed no sensitive data 
during his brief visit to the Ellsberg residence. 


Inferviewed on 7/ 23/71_o. .LOS-AngClC S.,_Calif.&m ifi File # Lds-J>xi£q1£l$-J£5j=21952 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the properly of the FBI and is loaned to 

your agency; it and its contents arc not to be distributed outside your agency. 

• » 























KIVJOZ U(cv. 


(. 4 • U 

F __ uRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIC ' 


Dote of Ironscription __ ■ ■■ 7 /26/Z1- 


The Rand Corporation, 
1700 Main" Street, Santa Monica, California, furnished the 
following information: 

at the time of his termHSBS^IIHFSSHS^SSStioS^^ 
in*1970. She said at the time he ceased active employment 
he moved to a temporary office on the Fourth Floor at whic h 
time 




___none 01 this materii 

was classified anc^TTe' T eels "certai n of this as she would have 
noticed any cla ssifie d informa tio n. 



when the 

movers arrived at Rand in September 197^ to move these 
boxes of Ellsberg’s and she does not know who assisted 
Ellsberg in this move, or if anyone did. 


Interviewed on _ 7/23/71 -of 5im±a_M( 


ISA - C JIJ/V. 




File « JLos_J\ngelesJD5-2795 

Dnt- Hicia'rd- *1 /ctG/-¥l - 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. ll is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents nrc not to be distributed outside your agency. 

5 *. 
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LA 103-27952 




Records of th-a Hotel Continental, Cambridge, 

_ryvlevied during July, 1971, revealed tha 
Pacific Coast Highway, Malibu, 

.i iornin, v: :: regislo rod guest at this hotel, 

1371, for •> stay cf one day. The registration for 
identified hie n r, a representative of "Sims." Payment m 
the a-r-cunt ef _u£l3 made by American Express Credit 




Card, number! 


”' 3 " 


A review of the Mestern Section Telephone Directory, 
March, 3971 > General Telephone Company of California, on July 
lo, .V;73 , revealed a listin': for the Students International 
Meditation Society (LIES), 101‘3 Cayley Avenue, V/est I.os Angeles, 
telephone number 47o-i5o>*. ^ * 

te lo phone n u s 

Identifi ed hi rseif as the , advised 

thatlB^^^his the pusi 

y for SIMS all ever 



v; i th 


United St 


travels extensive! 


the 


es 


.no meets viith many Senators and with many_ 




prominent businessmen. f ~ 7 ^ is presently In 
conductin'": business for He is not expected, to return 

to Los Anodes until sometime during August, 1971* 


She stated RGTH is about 
His residence add^ass is 




further advised tha^tfte world leader 
of the SIMS organisation is YOGI MAKARISHZ'rlAHESH. She stated 
the SIMS organization conducts lectures each vieelc in Los Angeles 
on transcendental meditation. The main purpose of the 
organization she advised is to "spread happiness" and the 
organisation works to achieve this through instructions and 
weekly meetings. 




Negative checks conducted regarding 
are as follows: 


- 54 - 


















LA 105-27952 


I • 


Los Angeles County Voters' Registration records. 

July 16, 1971; 

Credit Bureau of Greater Los Angeles records. 

July l5, 1971; 

Los An;;elos County Sheriff's Office records. 

July 1c, lj 71 • . . ( 'j \ P y 1 

Records of the Los Angeles Police Department, which 
V/'cre caused to v lev.'ed on .Tni 

fci 



Records cf the Department.of Motor Vehicles, Drivers' 
License Division, Sacramento, California, as were caused to 
be re viewedon July 16 , 1971* 

"^'^"*"*1 is in the 


r»Q r> r\ 


nuf:] 1 . J 

•A. 'L • J 

tvv-21’ 



_ This license v/as issued juno 3, 1959, 

His marTTcT^statUo is s hov;n as 


111 


- 55 - 




T7-l. .L.W 





- f * , 


• > 0 


i 


» 
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LA\ 105-27952 



INDEX 


f \ 
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- LA 105-279^2 


INDEX 
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F B I 


Transmit the following in 

.• r If.; > . i * 

AIRTEL 


Date: 7/29/71 
/ ' 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 

AIR KAIL - REGISTERED 


(Priority) 



u 

/ 

tf 




i 

■ 


TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 


a 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) ATTN: DID 
SAC, LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 

^ MC LEK ^> 

NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 


Re Bureau phone call to Los Angeles 7/28/71 and Los 
Angeles phono calls to Denver and San Francisco 7/28/71. 

. Subpoenas for SPENCER MARX, Big Sur, California 

and BURTRAM VfALLRICH and ANNE MARIE GUILFOIIE, both of Denver, 
Colorado, were obtained from the CompLaint Division, U.S. * ' 
Attorney’s Office, at approximately 4:25 p.m., 7/28/71, - 


Sub! I 

■ mbhe 


^^ot^ARX was given to 


_ 1 ~ departing L2a_Jhig<^Le3"7:00 pTm. 

arriving Son Erancl3co at 8:00 p.m, I ■ - •' 

San Francisco Office, was advised at iflj} plmPEypfiSft®^ 


Subpoenas 'for MALI 


savn _ ^ 

Denver at 11:20 p.m., 7/28/71. 
Office, was advised by phone at 


^^nd GUILFOILE were given to 
Continental Airlines, 

~~ ,- and arri 

■UiBnn 
^NHHi 






.J Denver 



Bureau (RM) 

- Denver (RM) 

2- San Francisco (RM) 
1- Los Angeles 
WIM:fet 
(7) 


f0b. 

» 

-v> 


Approved: 


59AU6II )i$t cial in Char « e 



Sent 


♦ U. 8 . GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE ; im O - 344 - 0*0 (li) 


•ioW - ■' ^ 
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FD-36 (Rev. 6-22-64) 


J 

4 


> - ' * k i - 


F B I 4 

... f • yi « 

Date: 7/30/71. 


Transmit the 

Via _ 


following in 

AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 




p 

kr 



DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

TTENTION: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 


FROMt"^ SAC, DALLAS (65-2331) (RUC) 

SUBJECT:R jlC L3 K~^ 

(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

CO - LOS ANGELES 

Re Bureau airtel to Albany dated 7/21/71. 

Dallas indices are negative re DANIEL ELLSB 
Cbntact with logical sources and informants who have furnished 
reliable information in the past, within the Dallas Division ai 
fails to develop any information that ELLSBERG has ever been 
connected with, or active within organizations of a subver¬ 
sive nature in this area: 



Informants and sources contacted are as follows 

7/ 30/71. by SA, 

7/30/71, by 
7/29/71, by SA 
7/29/71, by 

nd DL 609-PSI, 7/30/71, by SA 





ea 





was 


It is noted further, that former gS _ 

contacted regarding instant matter by Alexandria Division 
on 7/22/71, but no pertinent information was developed, as 
indicated in Alexandria teletype to Bureau, dated 7/22/71^ 0 C 

ELLSBERG, as indicated in Q - 
and Los Angeles teletype 


Concerning travels: 
Dallas teletype dated 7/27/71, 

j &J- Bureau (RM) 

- Los Angeles (Info) (RM) 

1 - Dallas 

JWA:mar 

(5) 


• t 


I 


AUG 2 197t 



><» 

f 




SSWOgt Jpe^gent in Charge 


Sent 




.M Per 




? w TrC. ** 


• TJc rr 


"7 uF Tr ‘ T= T 


























DL 65-2331 


dated 7/28/71 
Dallas, Texas^ 1 
BAL tickets, a 
and after 90 
number would 
reflected on 
nitely not a 




Airlines (BAL), 

_ rfa ji i-—"i|- • ; i 7 reflects that 

cr 48 hours, are placed on a computer tape, 

days this tape is dGstro y ed fc WS3 Jy^a!§^£*i4 ic ticket 
be needed, and according number 

Carte Blanche charge ticket Los Angeles, is aefi- 


BAL ticket. 


In view of the above, Dallas is conducting no further 
investigation. No report or LHM is being submitted, UACB.<, 



- 2 - 






.* / • * • • 


A v.v 











A 






rrttMi Bl'RLU) OF INVESTIGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
^ 1 * 1-3 0)971 
-XEL-ei^Br 


NR 003 MP CODED, 

1215PM URGENT 7-30-71 MAW 


k /^ 


Mr. Sullivan_ 

Mr/Mohr 
Vf(B>Mp'T- 

U5^ ennanCD ~ 

Mr. Callahan_ 

Mr. Casper_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Dalbey_ 

Mr. Gale_ 

Mr. Ponder_ 

Mr. Ro*en- 

Mr. Tavel- 

Mr. Walters- 

Mr. S *>ara- 

Tele. Room- 

Miss Holme*- 

Miss Gandy- 


TO DIREp'fOR (65-74060) (ATTN: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION) 


FROM^MINNEAPOLIS (65-1447) 2P 


MC LEK/- NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE* 

RE BOSTON AIRTEL TO DIRECTOR JULY TWENTYSIX LAST. 
MINNEAPOLIS TELEPHONE NUMBER 

IS LISTED TO 






•5 AUG 4 1971 


EPfi^TMENT OF 

. ;i rec- 

AGRICULTURE, HIS WIFE, MARY, AND SON _ it AGE 

WERE CONTACTED ON INSTANT DATE. THEY ADVISED THEY WERE 
UNABLE TO RECALL RECEIVING ANY LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE CALLS 
FROM NEW YORK AND STATED THEY HAVE NO RELATIVES OR ACQUAINTANCES 
IN THE NEW YORK CITY AREA. THEY STATED THEY DO NOT REMEMBER 
END PAGE ONE 




V- 


t v 
• *S^ 






















page two 

RECEIVING ANY LONG DISTANCE CALL ON THE EVENING OF JUNE- 
SEVENTEEN , LAST, BUT STATED THAT IT IS POSSIBLE SOMEONE MAY 
HAVE CALLED THEM DIRECT AND THAT THEY WOULD THUS HAVE BEEN 
UNAWARE THAT IT WAS A LONG DISTANCE CALL. 

AD VISED THAT THE ONLY KNOWLEDGE THEY 
POSSESS CONCERNING THE "PENTAGON PAPERS" IS WHAT THEY HAVE 
LEARNED THROUGH THE NEWS MEDIA. 

ADMINISTRATIVE t 
FORMER SENIOR RESIDENT AGENT 
INSTANT DATE THAT HE IS A NEIGHBOR OF THE 
KNOWS WELL. ANDERSON ADVISED THAT T 
EXCELLENT REPUTATION AND THAT NONE OF THEIR FAMILY ARE KNOWN 
TO BE INVOLVED IN ANY RADICAL OR EXTREMIST ACTIVITIES. 
AIRMAIL COPIES SENT BOSTON AND LOS ANGELES. 

P. 

END ' ... , ... 


> • . • mU, 
■ 

■ 


ADVISED 
WHOM HE 
ENJOY AN 



JHW FBI WASH DC 


. . 

» 

' - % 








F U-3 6 (Her. 5-22-64)* 


h LJ-36 


■ '■ 

t. 


/ 




F B I 

Date: 7/30/71 


Transmit the following in- 

'vr-v ‘ \ - i- 


U.n AIRTEL 


* / 


(Type in plaintext or code) * 4 

4- » ?> C - ‘*J* JL’<' 

AIRMAIL 


(Priority) 


" 


- * :v. f --v. 

* > 


■p 

vr 




TO: 

FROM: • 
SUBJECT: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 
ATTENTION: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE 

SAC, COLUMBIA (65-76) (P) 


- 



MC LE 

TATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

00: LOS ANGELES 

Re Bureau airtel to Albany, 7/21/71. 

, Columbia indices negative. 

• ? •*;•** • . *' J 7. 4 • 

Contacts with all logical sources and informants, 
Columbia Division, negative regarding any information bearing 
on Ellsberg’s past or present connection with established 
Left, New Left, peace groups, or similar organizations. 


r 


■% 


r 

Bureau (RM) 

/ 1 - Los Angeles (RMKIOS^WZ) 

2 - Columbia 


EX-105 




JWA:nmg 
(5) 


6S'- 


20 AUG 2 19^ 


Approved: 


v 59AUG11 197} 

• •** • - . 




,r 


.M Per 


U. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1M9 O - 344-090 (11) 


* 


_ __ :• f . j*. .• J* r ** •*. . •'* 



















i % 

m -a". 


/^N 

* ^ 


/y * - 

t * - - I , ! . 

I 

■ I * , 

.•5>r •' 

v r- i Tr •*'.*- 


■ )/ 1 • v— c ... • ‘ << I 1 V • 

8 il~Li-U -■>•'. ; : "r - .. I' . 

■/]» ifM ; *; - 

3 L^mltlthe following | 0 ^^ * * :<><-. 4 ^ 7/29/71 iKUi*? X.-V 

3 h-.vr* ■* ?■; a 4 ' t i m _____ * ■- .:*• 11 * *-\.K •■• .- 

■ ;>o . AIBTPr. ■•'•’ --- 1 ' 


_ (Priority) 

5/in Im/x • /. 


SAC, WPO (65-11613) (P) .. 


PROM: 


CMC LEK^ 

nationalities intelligence 




• * ' . , * ’ * -A . _ • - 

R© WPO summary teletype 7 / 28/71 

- . _ • PPe, 7/28/71, captioned matter. 

* - 4 ^ 4 - . The enpiAm^ ttt** 0 ~ _ 

.. I v. v lnr.pnv^,. 1 tMmLll: r,pr g v. 




• i 

4 J 


REc -24 





, . IZAiJGr* 1971 

©Bureau (En^\ 6)^ u '^ ^ - --——_ M 

2-Los Angeles**(105-27952// F (RM) 7 

• ®- 

___ __ _ . 




-M Per 


^ w. •. OOVCftNMCWT PaiMTINO omer •« 

WFF1Ct '*71-4l»-lt f 


_l/jJ 



















V 


UDIRAl BUREAU OF IWISTiGATION 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTIO! 

JUL3 01971 

* * • • 

TELETYPE 



NR 00? AL CODE 
3;33 URGENT 7-30-71 MJC 
TO DIRECTOR (65-74060) (ATTN: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE) 
BOSTON (65-5236) 

LOS ANGELES ' (105-27952) 

NEW YORK (65-25641) 

WASHINGTON FIELD (65-11613) 

FROM ALBANY (65-2913) IP . 


i*« i • rci»—— - 

Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Mohr_ 

Mr. Bishop 
Mr.BrennanCJ 
Mr. Callahan., 
Mr. Caspcr_ 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. Dalbey_ 
Mr. Gale_ 


Mr, Ponder_ 

Mr. Rosen_ 

Mr. Tavel_ 

Mr. Walters- 
Mr. S^yars — 

Tele. Room_ 

M ; ss Holmes- 
Miss Gandy— 





MC LEK > NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 





RE BOSTON TELETYPE TO BUREAU DATED JULY TWENTY EIGHT LAST. 

SEARCH OF DMV FILES UNDER NAME ^ AND 1^ /^jfl 

FAILED TO LOCATE ANY RECORD IDENTIFIABLE WITH ^ 

BORN SEPTEMBER SIXTEEN, NINETEEN THIRTY TWO. VOTING 
RECORDS CANNOT BE REVIEWED SI NC ^E^a^J ADDRESS NOT KNOWN. 


V0TI*NG RECORDS FILED ALPHABETICALLY ACCORDING TO THE DISTRICT 
IN WHICH A PERSON RESIDES AND IT IS NOTED THAT ALBANY, NEW 

/;y otrd 

YORK AREA IS DIVIDED INTO OVER TWO HUNDRED DISTRICTS ..,~*— 

REC-24 

END „ fl.i 

• ' qM- 

TMT FBI VA TU - 


M 


-z- •.n, V 


** l_ i ~ f n 

-”r*« *&* 5 *&& d n 



59aug 11 i97i 
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ES 65-5236 



For the information of Pittsburgh, on 6 / 13 / 71 , 

The New York Times" newspaper began publication of a 
series of articles based on "top secret" documents regarded 
as very sensitive. Documents involved commonly referred to 
as too Me ilamaro Study. The Attorney General has requested 
the FBI to conduct all necessary investigation, and the 
Bureau has instructed all investigation be conducted 
immediately and resuits by furnished by teletype. Attention: 
Domintel, utilizing above,caption, '. * 

The Bureau has further instructed, however-, 
that d Isserainable communications in this matter shouJd 
carry the caption, "DAIIIEL ELLSBEP.G, .ESPIONAGE - X." 


Investigation to date has identified DANIEL 
KLLSBERG, Senior Research Associate, Center for International 
Studies, Massachusetts Institute of Technology (KIT), Cambridge 
Mass., as probably the individual who furnished copies of 
the Me Namara Study to "The New York Times." 


On 6/25/71, PAUL VINCENT, Deputy Chief, Criminal.'. 




gi< 

at Los Angeles, Calif., by £oe.cj^l«-vA£&iiL| 

.An arrest warrant was issued by the Magistrate 
Pacific Daylight Time, on 6/25/71; and toe warrant 


3:45 p.m., 

was in the possession of the- Magistrate returnable whenever 
ELT.SBEP.C was located and apprehended. A bond of $100,000 


:s recommended. 


EI.LSBERG surrendered himself to Bureau Agents at 
the Office of the USA, Boston, the morning of 6 / 28 / 71 ; and at 
hearing, that date, before U. S. Magistrate PETER W. PEIHCI, 
he was released on $ 5 - 0,000 bond without surety. 


- 2 - 




•i ♦r—. >~r «. •. L JL . - 


• / • . * 

m . 1 . 









* BS 65-5236 ■ • 

* # 

# * 

• • # , 

^ ' # * * # 

Following submission of results by teletvne, as 
previously instructed, include information developed in report 
.form captioned "DANIEL ELLSBERG, ESPIONAGE - X." ' P 

■ -'V * . ' . 5 *^j| - - 

The listed offices are requested to identify 
tpc subscribers to the below-listed telephone numbers, 
loose telephone numbers were obtained through the issuance 
or a subpoena duces tecum upon the New England Telephone 
Company, Boston. Mass., by Departmental Attorney PAUL 
/Ii.CEIfi, Department of Justice, on the toll records of 
telephone number 5l7-'i?2-l421, which is listed to DANIEL 
ELLoBERG, 10 Hilliard Street, Cambridge, Mass. 


I ' 


— - — 


f. 


Telephone Number 

Date 

Called 

Time 

Duration 

ITGTOil FIELD: 




202-224-3121 

3/18/71 

9 

10:46 a.m. 

7 jninutes 

202 - 225-6665 

6/29/71 

11:21 p.rn. 

1 minute 

202-362-6398 

3/18/71 

., 10:55 a.m.' 

11 minutes 

202 -547-4 3 '! 3 

6/7/71 

11:09 a.m. 

0 minutes 

202-626-5425 

2/27/71 

10:27 p.m. 

54 minutes 

: » 

3/3/71 

6:15 p.m. 

4l minutes 

202 - 636-1820 

6/2/71 

10:40 a.m. 

1 minute 

202 - 638-2260 

(collect) 

3/1/71 

11:30 a.m. 

4 minutes 

If 

3/1/71 

11:33 ''i.m. 

1 minute 

202-726-4739 or 
202-726-4783 

2/25/71 

7:5*1 p.m. 

8 minutes 

202 - 965-2870 

2/4/71 

6:15 p.m. 

9 mine, tes 

202-333-5226 

6/3/71 

11:19 p.m. 

-9 

25 minutes 

« 

• 

O 

J ~ 


{ 

• 

















Date 


Telephone Humber 

Called 

Time 

Duration 

\ 

NEW YORK OFFICE:• 


% . - 

■ •• 

. ■ 

212-222-2573 

3/15/71 

.4:46 p.m. 

.9 minutes 

212-249-3500 

• 

5/26/71. 

. 10:23 a.m. 

1 minute 

212 - 360-1000 

2/12/71 

9:51 a.m. 

4 minutes 

212 - 36 Q-H 65 

4/5/71 

12:11 p.m. 

1 minute 

212-421-1234 

2/25/71 

5:56 p.m. 

2 minutes 

fl 

2/26/71 

4 ,:30 p.m. 

9 minutes 

212-552-7301 

5/24/71 

. 10:56 aim. 

4^ minutes 

212-556-1753 , 

4/8/71 

1:21 p.m. 

1 minute 

212-556-1831 

3/11/71 

* 2 :4l p.m. 

1 minute 

212 - 581-0070 

6/2/71 

10:31 a.n. 

1 minute 

, 212-675-5990 

• 

2/25/71 

4.:47 p.m. 

9 minutes 

212-687-3747 

6/2/71 

10:30 a.m. 

1 minute 

212-638-5040 

2/2/71 

11:06 a.m. 

26 minutes 

If 

2/22/71 

5:12 p.m. 

23 minutes 

212 - 691-1700 

5/25/71 

4:29 p.m. 

8 minutes 

212-724-8964 

3/1/71 

11:13 p.m. 

1 minute 

n 

3/2/71 

9:44 p.m. 

2 ? minutes 

11 

3/4/71 

10:34 a.m. 

2 minutes 

11 

6/7/71 

6:^6 p.m. 

24 minutes 

212 - 749-1156 

• 

2/26/71 

6:07 n.m. 

45 minutes 

212-753-4000 

5/25/71 

4:28 p.m. 

1 mil rule 











Date 


Telephone Humber 

Called 

Time 

Duration 

NEW YORK OFFICE (cent.): 

% 



212-753-6377 

•2/16/71 

% 

not 

shown 

1 minute 

212-753-9510 

5/25/71 ' 

4:37 p.m. 

2 minutes 

212-757-8070 

3/9/71 

5:12 p.m. 

2 minutes 

212 - 832-1100 

6/9/71 

3:47 p.m. 

1 . minute 

2 I 2 - 80 I -8336 

2/27/71 

9 

6:20 p.m. 

4 minutes 

212-864-0868 

3/3/71 

8:59 a.m» 

1 minute 

212 - 873-6800 

3/4/71 

10:29 a.m. 

2 minutes 

212 - 986-5380 

6/8/71 , 

3:38 p.m. 

5 minutes 

516 - 427-6336 

i/13/71 

11:38 a.m. 

3 minutes 

II 

4 

5/25/71 

4:12 p.m. 

4 minutes 

914-232-5024 

6 / 28/71 

(date ELLSBERG 
surrendered at 
Bos ton) 

5:03 p.m. 

38 minute 

914-669-5341 

6/2/71 

10:32 a.m. 

7 minutes 

. 914-723-1513 

2/28/71 

1:20 p.m. 

2 minutes 

PHJLADEIPHTA OFFICE: 




215-525-3200 

% 

c 

6/28/71 

(date ELLSBERG 
surrendered at 
Bos ton) 

5:38 p.m. 

1 minute 

• 

215 - 525-7376 

1/15/71 

3:22 p.m. 

cninufccc 


* 9 

- 5 - 


. 

















•.V' 


• w 4 


* ■ ' 4 '* ij ’ * * - 


BS 65-5236 ‘ 

.* *-* • ‘ ♦ 

/• r „ * '* 

. • ' . - ' : -2 . 

' . 

* ' - - ■ 

; ;V ' ‘ "Vi, ■ ; •; 

Telephone Number 

Date 

Called * 

« 

Time 

• 

■ - V 

Duration 

CLEVELAND OFFICE: 


• 


216 -(probably 7)21- 
0*436 

2/24/71 

7:24 p.m. 

1 minute 

• 

PITTSBURGH OFFICE: 

% 


• 

30*4-3*46-32*42 
(Charles ton. 

West Virginia) 

2/28/71 

12:29 a.m. 

1 minute 

ST. LOUIS OFFICE: 


# 


31^-363-3138 

4/16/71 

* 

9:57 a.m. 

7 minutes 

fl 

4/16/71 • 

10 : 38 . a.m. 

4 minuses 

31 * 4 - 363-0100 

*1/16/71 

# 

9:55 a.m. 

JL fill 1*1 

SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE: 



j 6 * 

*405-667-2335 

(Big Sur, Calif.) 

2/16/71 • 

not shown 

2 minutes 

*403-667-213*4 

(collect) 

4/8/71 

— 

29 minutes 

*408-667-2134 ' 

5/4/71 

11:08 p.m. 

19 minutes 

* 408-667-2134 
(collect)• 

5/13/71 

— 

20 minutes 

408-667-2134 

(collect) 

5/17/71 

— 

4l minutes 

- * 4087667-2134 

(collect) 

5/30/71 


30 midutes 

406-667-2134 
fcollect from 
• . Big Stir, Calif.) 

6/1/71 

--- 

*4 minutes 

4l5-225-6562 or 
415-825-6.582 

3/2/71 

9:25 p.m. 

15 minutes 


- 6 - 

























Vv 


t x 


A - . 

-V: 






.A 


BS 65-5236 


Telephone Number 
POSTON OFFICE : 

617 - 6 ^ 5-9177 - 

617-772-0084 

BUFFALO OFFICE : 

716-852-4372 


r? \ \:' 


Date 

Called 


6 / 3/71 ■ 

4/16/71.* 

2 / 26/71 




Tine 


Duration 


>. 


6:33 p.m. 19 minutes 

ir *j\ 

4:23 p.rn. 2 minutes 

' , „ i 

10:25 a.m. 22 minutes 


Unless a reason exists to preclude an interview 
such as connected with the press or other news media, all 
offices receiving or who have received requests to identify 
subscribers will Interview all subscribers to,determine: . •* 
( 1 .) identity of caller, ( 2 .) purppse of call, and ( 3 -) degree 
of association, bearing in mind that aliases have teeri 
used by S'US AiT Si&EriAW (SUSAN DOV/LING) and NEIL SilEEHAN 
(SAMUEL JOHNSON’). In this regard, specific date recollection 
of a call by any of the subscribers from or to either of 
the SHEENANs or KLLSBERGs ’would further confirm the identity 
and jjlace the caller in a specific apartment or room during 
the pertinent Larch and April periods. 





^ w. .s-** 








A v ^ 
















FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 


Y - 

'V • *■ 

Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 


FB1‘ 

Date: 7/29/71 


. V 


Via 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


t t 


V V /r - 

- v ** s. > ’» ' 

•V / 





Y 

W 


§S 


!? 


a 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (65-74060) 

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (65-1018) (RUC) 

(mC_ 


(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 

(00: LOS ANGELES) 

Re Bureau airtel to Albany dated 7/21, 

A review of the indices of the Memphis Office and 
contact with sources available who are familiar with some 
phases of the established Left, the New Left peace groups, 
and similar organizations, developed no pertinent data 
regarding captioned matter. In the event information 
concerning this matter comes to the attention of the Memphis 
Office, the Bureau will be promptly advised. 

A copy of this communication is designated for 
Los Angeles Office because Los Angeles is office of origi 
in this case. 
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i>jr. reiv_ 

Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Mohr_ 




Mr. Bishop. 
Mr.BrennanCL^ 
Mr. Catlahan_l^j 
Mr. Cfl/per-jJ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Dalbey_ 

Mr. Gate_ 

Mr. Ponder, 

Mr. Roaen__ 

Mr. Tavel__ 


Mr. Walter!- 

Mr. Soyars- 

Tele. Room- 

Miss Holmes— 
Miss Gandy-. 


FROM MINNEAPOLIS <65-1447)3P 



MC LEK J (NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


RE BUREAU AIRTEL JULY TWENTYONE LAST , BUREAU TELETYPE 
JULY TVENTYSIX LAST, AND MINNEAPOLIS AIRTEL JULY TWENTYEIGHT 
LAST. 

FOR INFORMATION OF BUREAU, MINNEAPOLIS SOURCES AND £ 
INFORMANTS POSSESS NO INFORAMTION BEYOND THAT PR£$i?8[isLY \ 1 




FURNISHED TO BUREAU, BOSTON AND LOS ANGELES AND ENUMERATE D^ 

AUG I 4r 1971 

__EL 

a 


IN REFERENCED MINNEAPOLIS AIRTEL • 

flMH 



iiRHHnHR 


wmgm 


msdmrnmiSB 


ADVISED INSTANT 



DATE THAT EFFORTS ON JULY TWENTYSEVEN AND TWENTYEIGHT, LAST , ' 

END PAGE ONE 
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«P 65-1447 
PAGE TWO 
TO LOCATE 1 


- W^ v .ayi v 


/ r- V 


PERTAINING TO VEHICLE LEASED ON 
NINETEEN SEVENTY, BY INDIVIDUAL UTILIZING 







HAVE THUS FAR BEEN FRUITLESS ^ ADVISED IT 

WOULD SUBSTANTIALLY AI iK^ J^ TTa IN LOCATING SAID RECORDS IF 

THEY KNEW THE INVOICE NUMBER WHICH APPEARS ON ALL COPIES OF 

RECEIPTS OR INVOICES FOR SUCH TRANSACTIONS, 

*** ********* 


. 


m 






^ADVISED THAT REVIEW OF RECORDS 


OF HER OFFICE REVEALED NO ONE RENTED CAR THERE ONI 


NINETEEN SEVENTY,^ 


2 




NVOICE 



I -- 


LAST, UNDER NAME OF ELLSBERG . 

BOSTON ATTEMPT TO ASCERTAIN 
NUMBER APPEARING ON ELLSBERG *S 
INDICATING HTS WAS USED TO LEASE VEHICLE 

IN MINNEAPOLIS A RF SEVENTY. 

AIRMAIL COPIES SENT EL PASO AND LOS ANGELES. 

- P. 

END 
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PAGE FIVE „ 

IT IS BEING LEFT TO DISCRETION OF BUREAU AND 00 WHETHER 
EFFORTS SHOULD BE MADE TO T ntf R\; T f.u 
AT U. S. NAVY INSTALLATION ON RAF BASE AT EDSELL , SCOTLAND. 

RE BUREAU AIRTEL INSTRUCTS CONTACT OF LOGICAL SOURCES AND 
INFORMANTS IN THE ESTABLISHED LEFT, THE NEW LEFT, PEACE GROUPS 
AND SIMILAR ORGANIZATIONS OF A SUBVERSIVE NATURE FOR INFORMATION 
BEARING ON ELLSBERG*S PAST OR PRESENT CONNECTIONS WITH SUCH 
GROUPS. ALEXANDRIA CONTACTED SOURCES AND INFORMANTS IN THIS - 
CONNECTIONS ON JULY FIFTEEN LAST, WITH NEGATIVE RESULTS AND SUBMITTED 
IN TELETYPE DATED JULY SIXTEEN LAST. P 
END 

GXC FBI WASHDC 
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COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 



NR 002 EP CODE 

•340PM 7-29-71 URGENT DWB 

DIRECTOR (65-74060) ATTN DID 
LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 

NEW YORK (65-25641) 

FROM EL PASO (65-1019) P 


TO 

1 1 



Mr. Felt. 

Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Mohr_ 

Mr. Bishop.. 
Mr.Brennan 
Mr. Callahan 
Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrad, 
Mr. DalL>ey_ 

Mr. Gale_ 

Mr. Ponder_ 
Mr. Rosefl_ 
Mr. Tavei_ 



Mr. Walter * . . 

Mr. Soyars_ 

T^le. Room_ 

Mbs Holmes_ 

Miss Gandy_ 



MC LEK J (NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 00 LA 
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PAGE TWO 
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'HO IS HOLDING PASSENGER NAME LIST SHOWING TRAVEL BY ELLSBERG* 


FOR EXAMINATION BY BUAGENT. IMMEDIATELY CONTACT 
PASSENGER REFUNDS AND TICKET USEAGE |aTA 



MEMORANDUM COPY OF 

inwr for bureau agents and obtain 


ALL PERTINENT DATA RE TRAVEL. 

NEW YORK t CONTACT 
FOR ALL PERTINENT INFORMATION REGARDING 
SEVENTY, SET FORTH ABOVE. 
END 
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'fOfRAL BURUu OF /vl T f r. 

M! Mjy 


T ELE1 


URGENT 7/29/71 CLP 


J I0DI / Cro « <«- 74 «., 

^CLEVELAND (65-3521) 

a 


”Lt!£-WlONALITIES INTELLIGENCE), 00 rLfl , 



1 Mr. r 

I Mr. 5, 

] Mr. if 
Mr. Bi 
J Mr.Urp 
, Mr. Cal 
Mr. Ca: 
] Mr. Cl: 
Mr. J 5 „. 
Mr. Gal. 
Mr. J\, r 
Mr. B 0 ~,. 
| Mr. Tar s 
, Mr - V,',j| 

I *"J'" 

Tele. H<*>; 
Mis* Il 0 j r 
Mis* Gam 




JInistnative a«8 HEC-24 6S -- 7 ^ a < 

« boston aintelto bu , JU lv twentv six , -Zt-ZZZl 

MC LEK CAPTION IX# LAST UNDER 

A»/Gf 4 W7I 


end 
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page three 

5. IDENTIFY, DETERMINE NATURE OF ASSOCIATION AND CONSIDER 
INTERVIEWS OF SUBSCRIBERS TO AREA CODE TWO ZERO TWO, 

TELEPHONE NUMBERS OBTAINED FROM RECORDS OF NEW YORK HILTON 

t 

HOTEL AS HAVING BEEN COLLED FROM SUITES ASSIGNED TO NEW 
YORK TIMES (NEW YORK AIRTEL SEVEN TWENTY SIX SEVENTYONE . 

6. REPORT RESULTS OF WFO INDICES AND CREDIT CHECKS OF 
SUBSCRIBERS TO TELEPHONE NUMBERS SET FORTH IN BOSTON AIRTEL 
SEVEN TWELVE SEVENTYONE. IDENTITIES OF SUBSCRIBERS 
PREVIOUSLY REPORTED IN WFO TEL SEVEN SIXTEEN LAST. 

7. FOLLOW C AND P TELEPHONE COMPANY REGARDING ITS EFFORTS 
TO EXPLAIN SIGNIFICANCE OF NOTATIONS AND MARKING S ON TELE¬ 
PHONE TOLL RECORDS OF NEIL SHEEHAN FOR CALLS ONE FOURTEEN 
LAST-TO MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA, AND FOUR EIGHTEEN LAST TO 
aKHORN CITY, KENTUCKY, INDICATING THAT CREDITS WERE 
RECEIVED BY THE SUBSCRIBER BASED UPON SUBSCRIBER’S INQUIRIES. 
ALSO FOLLOW TELEPHONE COMPANY EFFORTS TO IDENTIFY NUMBERS 

END PAGE THREE 
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PAGE FOUR 


FROM WHICH COLLECT CALLS WERE MADE FROM OAKLAND, MARYLAND, 
AND CARLOTTESVILLE , VIRGINIA (BUTEL SEVEN TWENTYEIGHT LAST 
AND VFO REPORT SEVEN SIX LAST). 

8. FOLLOW WASHINGTON, D .C ' W . '\) FFTrTA1 3 

REGARDING THEIR EFFORTS TO LOCATE RECORDS OF ELLSBERG *S 
REGISTRATION AND TELEPHONE CALLS DURING STAY AT THE HOTEL 

SEVENTY <LOS ANGELES TEL SEVEN TWENTY SIX LAST). 

IT IS NOTED THE HOTEL IS HAVING DIFFICULITIES LOCATING THESE 
RECORDS WHICH ARE ON MICROFILM. 

9. WILL AT PASSPORT OFFICE, STATE, ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN A 




PHOTOGRAPH OF 


BELIVED THE WIFE OF 



NEW YORK TIMES CORRESPONDENT FOR ASSISTANCE 





10. DEVELOP ADDITIONAL BACKGROUND, DETERMINE NATURE OF 
RELATIONSHIP AND CONSIDER INTERVIEW OF 
THE REGISTRANT OF THE VOLVO AUTO, D JO . LICENSE 




OBSERVED AT ELLSBERG *S RESIDENCE. 



END PAGE FOUR 










PAGE FIVE 

11. AFFORD COVERAGE OF ELLSBERG*S SCHEDULED APPEARANCE IN 
WASHINGTON, D .C . AT CLYDE, OF GEORGETOWN, ON EIGHT THREE 
NEXT ( WFO TEL SEVEN TWENTYSEVEN LAST) AND HIS SCHEDULED 
APPEARANCES IN SEPTEMBER NEXT IN WASHINGTON, D .C ., AS 
ANNOUNCED BY THE FEDERAL EMPLOYEES FOR PEACE (WFO TEL 
SEVEN TWENTYTHREE LAST). 




. LIVEABLE WORLD FOR PURPOSES OF OBTAINING ANY INFORMATION 
IN HIS POSSESSION REGARDING ELLSBERG, PARTICULARLY 
ELLSBERT’S ALLEDED ATTEMPT TO FURNSIH PEOPLE ON CAPITOL 
HILL-CLASSIFIED INFORMATION 





13. REVIEW RESULTS OF WFO INVESTIGATION TO DATE TO INSURE 
THAT ANY INFORMATION EVIDENCING A POSSIBLE CONSPIRACY BY 
NEW LEFT ELEMENTS WITH ELLSBERG IS INDICATED. 

14. WFO SUBMIT UP TO DATE REPORT SEVEN THIRTY NEXT. 

END 

TRC FBI WDC 









Mr. Tolsoti_ 

Mr. Frit_ 

Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Mohr_ 


Mr. Ttirh >p 
Mr.BrennanC^J? 
Mr. Callahan 
Mr. Carper.. 


Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. DvVy _ 

Mr. Gale_ 

Mr. P >nder_ 

Mr. Ror^n- 

Mr. Tavel_ 

Mr. Walters_ 

Mr. S yers- 

Tele. Room_ 

Miss Holmes-- 

Miss Gandy- 




MC LEK> NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE. 

RE BUREAU TEL, JULY TWENTYTHREE, LAST, REQUESTING 
RECIPIENT OFFICES TO SET FORTH LEADS AND/OR PROPOSED 
ACTION BY COB, THIS DATE. FOLLOWING LEADS ARE SET OUT: 


or* 


Cub 


i f i A < 

, THE NEW YORK TIMES" REPRESENTATIVE VZEC-^/l , <7 \ 

ifit-ioa -ivoho-fj'jff 


ONE: OBTAIN ADDITIONAL BACKGROUND AND PHOTOGRAPH 

t/ 



TWO: OBTAIN WRITINGS OF DANIEL ELLSBERG AT HARVARD/ 


AND MIT AND FURNISH TO BUREAU. 

/\ 

THREE: WILL IDENTIFY SUBSCRIBERS TO CALLS EMANATING 
FROM'HILTON HOTEL TO BOSTON AREA RESIDENTS. 

FOUR': WILL ATTEMPT TO DETERMINE DISPOSITION OF ONE 
HUNDRED DOLLAR WESTERN UNION DRAFT RECEIVED BY NEIL 
SHEEHAN . 

END PAGE ONE 
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Memorandum to C. D. Brennan 

RE: MC LEK 

65-74060 



Records of the Rand Corporation at Santa Monica, California, 
were reviewed yesterday for details of travel conducted by Daniel Ellsberg 
while employed with that firm as a consultant. These records have 
revealed extensive travel throughout the United States between dates in 
December, 1968, through March, 1970. The purposes of these various 
trips as noted in the records reveal Ellsberg’s intent to contact public 
information officers at the United States Department of State, discussions 
with Dr. Kissinger at the White House, attendance at high-level symposiums 
and conferences on the Vietnam situation and other international conferences 
related to projects on which Ellsberg was conducting research. Appropriate 
leads are being set out to ascertain details of this travel and to pin down 
identities of persons contacted looking toward their interviews if believed 
necessary. 


ACTION: - • .; . . ... 

For information. 

Investigation continues to receive intensive investigative 
attention, and you will be advised of pertinent developments. . 

Pertinent portions of data herein will be included in a weekly 
memorandum to the White House and will be furnished to the Attorney 
General, as well as Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division. 

















r 


BS 65-5236 
PAGE TWO 

FIVE: WILL CONTINUE TO CONVASS OLD AND NEW LEFT 

SOURCES • 

SIX: CONSIDER INTERVIEW OF MRS. TWADDELL WHO WAS 
CALLED BY PATRICIA ELLSBERG ON THE EVENING OF MARCH TWENTYONE 
LAST . 



SEVEN: WILL IDENTIFY AND INTERVIEW SUBSCRIBERS TO 
TELEPHONE NUMBERS CALLED FROM THE APARTMENT OF SPENCER 
MARX, APARTMENT OF DANIEL ELLSBERG AT TEN HILLIARD ST. 
IN CAMBRIDGE, AND APARTMENT OF PATRICIA ELLSBERG IN NEW 
WRK . 





EIGHT: WILL FOLLOW GRAND JURY PROCEEDINGS.|V * 


NINE: WILL CONTINUE ANALYSIS OF ELLSBERG BANK 
ACCOUNTS . 


/ 





TEN: WILL CONTINUE EFFORTS TO INTERVIEW PROFESSOR jj^ 
STANLEY HOFFMAN, PRESENTLY IN TRAVEL STATUS. 

ELEVEN: WILL AWAIT DEPARTMENT DECISION WITH RESPECT 
TO I.SSUANCE OF SUBPOENA TO WESTERN UNION FOR INFORMATION 
CONCERNING FIVE HUNDRED DOLLAR DRAFT RECEIVED BY NEIL SHEEHAN. 
END PAGE TWO 
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BS65-5236 
PAGE THREE 


TWELVE: WILL ATTEMPT TO OBTAIN PHOTOGRAPH OF DEREK 
SHEARER FOR DISPLAY TO ELLSBERG CHILDREN BY LOS ANGELES.' 

THIRTEEN: WILL T NTFRUT Fw ^ZI-IZ^ . RECIPIENT 
OF TELEPHONE CALL FROM THE HILTON HOTEL IN NEW YORK BY* 
"THE NEW YORK TIMES" STAFF. ■ ' _ 

FOURTEEN: WILL INTERVIEW ^ -. -.SB5. RECIPIENT OF 

TELEPHONE CALL FROM THE HILTON HOTEL IN NEW YORK BY THEI 
NEW YORK TIMES" STAFF. 

END 



AJP FBI WASH DC 
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■■ COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

JUL291971 

N code TELETYPE 

URGENT 7-29-71 JSG 
DIRECTOR (65-74060) ATTENTION: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE 
/ND LOS ANGELES (105-27952) DIVISION 

DENVER (105-4507) IP 


O 



MC LEK ) (NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 





jyr. r*it_ 

Jr. Sullivan_ 

Mr. Mohr_ 

' v -* ’’ y,/ 

Mr.BronnnnCL^ 
Mr. C;«llah 3 n_^l 
Mr. Cn?pcr _ Z'A . 

Mr. 1 4i.it«d_ 

Mr. Ih'')7_ 

Mr. Grtle_ 

Mr. I* .7 J cr _ 

Mr. P -on__ 

Mr. Ta d_ 

Mr. V/altora_ 

Mr. Severs_ 

Tel:. _ 

Miss Holmes_ 

Miss Gandy_ 


mkmm 


SUBPOENAS RECEIVED FROM LOS ANGELES WERE SERVED THIS DATE 
AT TWELVE FIFTY P .M . (MDT ) ON BERTRAM ARNOLD VALLRICH AND ANNE 
MARIE GUILFOILE AT SEVEN ZERO ONE SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET IN 


DENVER WITHOUT INCIDENT BY 



BOTH INDIVIDUALS 


IMMEDIATELY CONTACTED USM *S OFFICE, DENVER, COLORADO, AND RE¬ 
QUESTED MONETARY ASSISTANCE IN ORDER TO MAKE THEIR APPEARANCE IN 
LOS ANGELES. ARRANGEMENTS HAVE BEEN MADE BY LOS ANGELES FOR 
USA’S OFFICE THERE TO CONTACT USM, DENVER, AND AUTHORIZE ADVANCE 
OF MONIES NECESSARY. 

.SUBPOENAS ARE BEING FURNISHED TO LOS ANGELES OFFICE UNDER 
SEPARATE COVER FOR RETURN TO USA’S OFFICE THERE. C K I 

END TELE ,, 6 €- V/ OC'O “ J) 

REC-24 *”■" 
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TO 

FROM 


UNITED STATES ( ERNMENT 

Memorandum 

C. D. Brenn^ 

- A ^ 

W. R. WannaU^'T^ 


SUBJECT: MC LEK 


1 - Mr. W. Sullivan 
1 - Mr. J. P. Mohr 
1 - Mr. T. E. Bishop 

DATE: 7/30/71 

1 - Mr. D. J. Dalbey 
1 - Mr. C. D. Brehnan 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
1 - Mr. J. R. Wagoner 




Trle^floom . 


(NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


To summarize for information data received during the night 
from offices involved in our continuing investigation of the leak of classified 
information to ’’The New York Times. " 

The Denver and San Francisco offices yesterday served 
subpoenas on Bertram Arnold Wallrich and Anne Marie Guilfoile at Denver, 
and on Spencer B. Marx at Big Sur, California. All three are to report 
for appearances before the Federal Grand Jury at Los Angeles on the 
morning of Tuesday, 8/3/71. 

When Spencer B. Marx was interviewed earlier, he claimed he ,r^ 
had left Cambridge, Massachusetts, in 11/70 and had not returned to his/Of* 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, apartment since that time. Investigation at i 
Boston yesterday revealed that a former student at Tufts University, one 
Carter DePaul, had befriended Marx at the commune in Big Sur, California, 
where Marx currently resides. DePaul used a portion of the Marx 
apartment in Cambridge in late February, 1971, and while entertaining a 
visitor in that apartment, the visitor met Spencer B. Marx who was occupying 
the other portion of the apartment at that time.Pr/* 0 . , t _ f; f ) 

ex-105 4 '• ,/v 'r/> - y 

We had received earlier information that Neri£ !^£<|Ii£n)9$eporter 
of "The New York Times" who allegedly copied documents in this matter 
made available to him by Ellsberg in Cambridge 3/21-*23/717^rrived 
in Cambridge on 3/20/71. He took up residence at the Treadway Motor 
House and on 3/21/71 made a series of calls to local locksmith companies 
for purposes as yet unknown. The hotel telephone records of calls are 
not maintained in such a manner as to reveal whether these calls were 
actually completed or if, in fact, the calls were unanswered by parties 
called by Sheehan. Employees of the locksmith companies involved 
have been interviewed and without exception have advised they had no 
business hours on Sunday (3/21/71 being a Sunday). Boston continues to 
contact other locksmith companies for information which would shed light 
• - * on reason for Sheehan’s attempts to contact a locksmith firm. 

65-74^60, . fT* I J 
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tRAL BUREAU Of INVtSTlCUiON 
OMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

JUL3 01971 j2 y 

TELETYPE 


WNR 020 LA CODE 
947 PM IMMEDIATE 7-19-71 RVJM 
TO DIRECTOR (65-74060) ATTN: DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 

BOSTON (65-236) 

SAN FRANCISCO 

FROM LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 2P. 



Mr. Felt_ 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Mohr_ 

Mr. Bishop f/QFs < 
Mr.BrennanCD^r^ 
Mr. Callahan JjL 

Mr. Casper_ 

Mr. Conra»l_ 

Mr. Dallwy_ 

Mr. Gale _ 

Mr. Ponder_ 

Mr. Rosen „ 

Mr. Tnvel_ 

Mr. Walters 
Mr. S'yara ... 


TeV T *'om 
Miss li jirr.?*. 

Miss Gandy... 




NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE. 


REBUTEL TO LA JULY TWENTY EIGHT.LAST AND VFO AIRTEL 
TO DIRECTOR JULY TWENTY SIX LAST, NO COPY TO SAN FRANCISCO. 

REBUTEL DIRECTED LA TO CAREFULLY REVIEW DETAILS SET 
FORTH IN APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT SUBMITTED 
BY ELLSBERG DATED AUGUST FOUR NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR, FOR 



IDENTITIES OF INDIVIDUALS SUSCEPTIBLE TO^ IN^ERVI EW REGARDING 
ELLSBERG AS LEADS FOR OBTAINING ADDITIONAL REC-24 C>5 " 7 V 0 j 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION REGARDING HIS ACTIVITIES DURING . — — 
PERTINENT PERIOD OF INSTANT INVESTIGATION. LEADS OBTAI t!£IX»)G I 4 1971 
FROM SUCH A REVIEW SHOULD BE SET OUT BY TELETYPE FOR — 1 —— 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR IMMEDIATE INTERVIEW. SUBMISSION OF PERTINENT . 
RESULTS SHOULD BE FURNISHED TO THE BUREAU BY TELETYPE 
AND IMMEDIATE SUBMISSION OF INVESTIGATIVE RgPORT THEREAFTER. 

END PAGE ONE C )) 
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LA 105-27952 
PAGE TWO 


A REVIEW OF THIS APPLICATION WHICH IS FURNISHED IN 
WASHINGTON FIELD AIRTEL REVEALS THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS 
WHO HAVE NOT YET BEEN INTERVIEWED AND WOULD APPEAR TO BE 
RECEPTIVE TO INTERVIEW, THEREFORE, UNLESS ADVISED TO THE 
CONTRARY, LOS ANGELES WILL INTERVIEW BURTON KLEIN WHO AS 
OF NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR WAS THE ECONOMICS- DIVISION HEAD, 

RAND CORPORATION, SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA. HE WAS LISTED 
BY ELLSBERG AS HIS IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR AT RAND CORPORATION 
AT THAT TIME. 

INDICES OF THE LOS ANGELES OFFICE CONTAIN NO UNFAVORABLE 
INFORMATION PERTAINING TO KLEIN. 




CRANE BRINTON AS OF NINETEEN FIFTY MINE WAS CHAIRMAN 


OF THE SOCIETY OF FELLOWS, HARVARD UNIVERSITY, CAMBRIDGE, 
MASSACHUSETTS. HE WAS LISTED BY ELLSBERG AS HIS IMMEDIATE 
SUPERVISOR . 



CHARLES J. HITCH AS OF NINETEEN SIXTY FOUR WAS ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, WASHINGTON, D .C . HE IS NOW PRESIDENT 
OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA AT BERKELEY, WHO ELLSBERG 


LISTED AS A REFERENCE 


THE BOSTON AND SAN FRANCISCO DIVISIONS UNLESS INFORMATION 
WOULD PRECLUDE SUCH AN INTERVIEW, SHOULD CONDUCT THE NECESSARY 
INVESTIGATION AS SET FORTH IN REFERENCED BUTEL . 

END 

W 












1 


***«• rcii. 



ftDCRAl BliRFMJ OF ISMSTIGATtON 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

JUL3019 

XELEXYJ 



NR 02 CO COJ 

422 PM UP/ENT 7-30-71 TLC 
TO DIRECTOR (65-74060) 

(ATTENTION t DOMINTEL ) 

FROM COLUMBIA (65-76) (3P) 

i 

t v MC LEK/- NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE 

D. ATI'KOS 

RE BOSTON AIRTEL TO BUREAU, JULY TWENTY SIX, SEVENTY ONE. 
TELEPHONE NUMBER 

[SUBSCRIBED TO BY 


Mr. Biohop 

Mr.BrcnnanCoJT,. 

Wr. Callahan_ P 2 

Mr. Casper_5 ** 

M r. Conrad.,. 

Mr. Da»b.y_ 

Mr. Gal,_ 

Mr. I* *ndcr_ 

Mr. _ 

Mr. Tard_ 

Mr. W eltcre. 

Mr. 5"yart ~ 

Tele. Itoom 
Miss lloIr;ea_ 

Miss Candy_ 



MALE , APPROXIMATELY SIXTY FIVE YEARS, FORMERLY EMPLOYED AS 
EFFICIENCY EXPERT FOR '-Q A WELL KNOWN 

‘IS RETIRED BUT STILL ACTS 
TRAVELLING FREQUENTLY TO EUROPE. 

HAS IN THE PAST ACTIVELY SUPPORTED THE 





END PAGE ONE 
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00 65 - 76 
PAGE TWO 


IS WELL KNOWN TO AND A NEIGHBOR OF SR fr£ 

mmssmm 


tt v i 



; # 

ii 

j 

> 

i 

i 


. 2 >6TATESiL_^ IS EXTREMELY ARROGANT 

AND OVERBEARING INDIVIDUAL AND HAS IN THE PAST WRITTEN LETTERS 
TO THE EDITOR OF THE LOCAL NEWSPAPER. HE STATED THESE LETTERS , 

AS HE RECALLS, RELATED TO THE NATION’S ECONOMIC SITUATION. GM 
^ADVISED THAT IF INTERVIEWED RE INSTANT CALL, IT IS POSSIBLE 
BECAUSE Oi lL. .."ji PERSONALITY THAI ^!!^^ MAY BECOME INCENSED 
AND PUBLICIZE INTERVIEW THROUGH SOME NEWS MEDIA. SA- g, _J SAID 
IT IS POSSIBLE, BECAUSE OF HIS ACQUAITANCE WITH^THAT HE 
CAN INTERVIEWMBWITHOUT BECOMING INCENSED BUT STATED' 

■■^REACTION IS UNPREDICTABLE. 

S-A &T ADVISED HE KNOWS OF NO ASSOCIATION BETWEE 
AND ELLSBERG OR THE NEW YORK TIMES. HE ST AT El f A 

CONSERVATIVE AND HE DOES NOT BELIEVEJ^^^’OULD ASSOCIATE HIMSELF 
WITH THE LEFT OR NEW LEFT. 

COLUMBIA INDICES NEGATIVE RE 

UACB , ff""' ‘~1 WILL BE INTERVIEWED BY ON 

AUGUST TWO, SEVENTY ONE. 

END PAGE TWO 
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CO 65-76 
PAGE THREE 

AIRMAIL COPIES BEING FURNISHED TO BOSTON AND LOS ANGELES 
DIVISIONS. 

END 

TMT FBI WA 
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NR 009 CE PLAIN 

10:00' NITEL 7-30-71 ESB 

«\ 

TO: DIRECTOR (65-74060) ATTEN: DID 
ALEXANDRIA 
ATLANTA 
BALTIMORE 
BUTTE 
CINCINNATI 
COLUMBIA 
DALLAS 

JACKSONVILLE 
KANSAS 

SANFRANCISCO 

ALL OFFlCES VIA WASHINGTON 
FROM : CHARLOTTE (65-1767) 


O 


KNOXVILLE 

LOS ANGELES (105-27952) 
MEMPHIS ‘ 

MOBILE 

NEWARK 

NEW ORLEANS 

NEW YORK(65-25641) 

NORFOLK 

PITTS3URG 


WFO (65-11613) 

EX-105. 


RfC-24 


Mr. Felt. 
Mr. Sullivan 
Mr. Mohr 



Mr. BishofjCU, 
Mr.BrennanCD 
Mr. Callahan 
Mr. Casper— 
Mr. Conrad., 

Mr. Dalbey_ 

Mr. Gale_ 


Mr. Pander- 

Mr. - 

Mr. TarM_ 

Mr. Walters- 

Mr. Soyars- 

Tele. Ruorn-. 

Miss llolroes- 

Gaudy-- 
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MC LEKJ (NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE) 


•12 AUG f 4 1971 


L 


RE BOSTON AIRTEL TO BUREAU, JULY TWENTYSIX, SEVENTYONE , AND 
BUREAU TELETYPE TO CHARLOTTE AND LOS ANGELES, JULY TWENTYNINE, 
SEVENTYONE. 

NEW YORK TIMES A SERIES OF ARTICLES BASED ON TOP 
DOCUMENTS. THE DOCUMENTS ARE COMMONLY REFERRED TO AS 

end- page oiitEtETYPED TO: ,,, 

comets C. ■ 




,-vw—«* ** »* 
























page two 

QUOTE MC NAMARA STUDY END QUOTE. ATTORNEY GERERAL REQUESTED FBI 
TO CONDUCT ALL NECESSARY INVESTIGATION. THE BUREAU HAS INSTRUCTED 
ALL INVESTIGATION BE CONDUCTED IMMEDIATELY AND THE RESU^LS 
FURNISHED BY TELETYPE UNDER ABOVE CAPTION. 

THE NEW YORK TIMES PERSONNEL UTILIZED SUITE OF ROOMS AT 
HILTON HOTEL, NEW YORK CITY, DURING THE PERIOD APRIL TWENTYTWO , 
SEVENTYONE, THROUGH JULY , SEVENTYONE, IN THE PREPARATION OF THE 
INFORMATION FOR PUBLICATION. THE NEW YORK HILTON HOTEL MADE 
AVAILABLE RECORD OF TOLL CALLS MADE FROM THIS SUITE DURING THIS 
PERIOD 0 IN ANSWER/ TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM ISSUED BOSTON, MASS., 

BY DEPUTY CHIEF, CRIMINAL SECTION, INTERNAL SECURITY DIVISION, 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

REFERENCED BOSTON AIRTEL LIST CALLS MADE FROM SUITE OF ROOMS 
WHICH INCLUDED TWO THREE MINUTE CALLS FROM ROOM ONE THREE ONE ZERO 

q i q g j 

TO TELEPHONE NUMBER NINE ONE NINE DASH EIG^HT THREE THREE DASH 
FIVE Se7eN SfiVEN ONE, FIRST CALL MADE TEN TWENTYSIX, P ,M ., JUNE 
END PAGE TWO 






PAGE THREE 

TEN. SEVENTYONE, SECOND CALL TWO HOURS LATER MADE TWELVE EIGHTEEN 

£ ^ I ? 

A.M., JUNE ELVEN , SEVENTYONE. TELEPHONE NUMBER NINE ONE MINE 

q £ A 3 ST V 7 I 

DASH EIGHT THREE THREE DASH FIVE SEVEN SEVEN ONE, LISTED TO THE 
DOWNTOWNER MOTOR INN, THREE ZERO NINE HILLSBOROUGH STREET, RALEIGH, 

N.C. 

THE BUREAU HAS INSTRUCTED THE IDENTITY OF ALL GUESTS REGISTERED 
AT THIS DOWNTOWNER MOTOR INN ON THE NIGHT OF JUNE TEN, 

SEVENTYONE, BE IDENTIFIED UNLESS INVESTIGATION CANf DEFINITELY 
INDIVDUAL WHO RECEIVED TELEPHONE CALLS FROM SUITE OF ROOMS UTILIZED 
BY NEW YORK TIMES PERSONNEL AT HILTON HOTEL DURING LATE EVENING OF 
JUNE TEN, SEVENTYONE, AND EARLY MORNING OF JUNE ELEVEN, SEVENTYONE. 
CHARLOTTE INSTRUCTED TO SET OUT LEADS BY NITEL FOR OFFICES COVERING- 
RESIDENCES OF DOWNTOWNER GUESTS TO FURTHER IDENTIFY SAME. 

RECIPIENT OFFICES ARE TO SIMILARLY ADVISE BUREAU AND 
LOS ANGELES RESULTS OF INVESTIGATION OF DOWNTOWNER GUESTS. 

END PAGE THREE 









PAGE FOUR y 

INVESTIGATION TO BE LIMITED TO IDENTI/Y OF GUESTS AND NO 
INTERVIEWS ARE TO 8E CONDUCTED WITHOUT BUREAU AUTHORITY. 

BUREAU INSTRUCTS OFFICES TO REMAIN ALERT TO POSSIBILITY 

GjESTS INVOLVED COULD EE RELATIVES OF NEW YORK TIMES PERSONNEL ENGAGED 

J 

IN CLADEfSTINE RESEARCH AT NEW YORK OFFICE. IN THIS CONNECTION, . .* 

A 

NEIL SHEEHAN, HENDRICK SMITH , E .V . KENWORTHY AND FOX BUTTERFIELD, 

ALL EMPLOYEES OF THIS NEWSPAPER HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED AS WORKING* 

IN THE NEW YORK HILTON SUITE. 



THE RALEIGH , N JC . , 


OF JUNE TEN, SEVENTYONE DASH JUNE ELEVEN, SEVENTYONE, ARE AS 
FOLLOWS : 

AicyAtanoTA nruT^tnN * 



END PAGE FOUR 









BALTIMORE DIVISION : 



END PAGE FIVE 




























































PAGE six 



CINCINNATI DIVISION : 



JACKSONVILLE DIVISION: 



END PAGE SIX 
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page seven 



KANSAS CITY DIVISION: 



KNOXVILLE DIVISION : 

■nm mm 



- to 


mu 



2* 


■n 
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4 j.9,m* ftT ' ^rr iT Tr 


MEMPHIS DIVISION : 



. MOBILE. DIVISION : 



END PAGE SEVEN 
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NEW ORLEANS DIVISION: 



END PAGE EIGHT 
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NORFOLK DIVISION J 



END PAGE NINE 
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each office ha?)die in accordance with above'bureau 


INSTRUCTIONS . 
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NR 010 MM CODE 
723PM URGENT 7-30-71 CLS 

TO DIRECTOR 65-74060 ATTN--DOMESTIC INTELLIGENCE DIVISION 
BOSTON 65-5236 
LOS ANGELES 105-27952 
ALEXANDRIA 

WASHINGTON FIELD 65-11613 
NEW YORK 65-25641 
FROM MIAMI 65-3264 4P 


O.- 


' MCLEKyNATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE. 00--L0S ANGELES. 


Mr. Mohr— 
Mr. Hi shop. 
Mr.Erennan 
Mr. Call ah 
Mr. Casper 
Mr. Conrad 
Mr. 

Mr. Gale _ 

Mr. Ponder. 

Mr. Rn«**n_ 

Mr. Tavel „ 



Mr. Walters_„ 

Mr. Sovars __ 

Tele. Room_ 

Miss Holmes_ 

Miss Gandy_ 


rff 




RE MIAMI TELETYPE JULY TWENTY SEVEN LAST; LOS ANGELES 

SUMMARY TELETYPE JULY THIRTY INSTANT. 

FOR THE INFORMATION OF ALEXANDRIA, REFERENCED LOS ANGELES 

TELETYPE SET FORTH A RECORD OF OFFICIAL TRAVEX BY D^IEL VVt'^7) 

ELLSBERG AS OBTAINED FROM THE RAND CORPORATION^ ANGELES 

AUG ST 4 1971 

REQUESTED THAT INDIVIDUALS MENTIONED IN THE RECORD BE 
IDENTIFIED AND CONSIDERATION BE GIVEN TO INTERVIEW RELATIVE 
TO ELLSBERG. THE TRAVEL INVOLVING MIAMI WAS AS FOLLOWS: 

NOVEMBER TEN 1*6 ELEVEN ^NINETEEN SIXTY-NINE, LOS ANGELES 
END PAGE ONE 
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page two 

TO MIAMI TO ATTEND ORSA. PERSON VISITED - 



PURPOSE WAS TO PARTICIPATE AS PANEL MEMBER, "BEGINNING 
'HEORY AND ARMS CONTROL**. PLACE OF RESIDENCE - " BELMORAL 


^TEL , MIAMI". 

/ MIAMI INDICES NEGATIVE REGARDING 


MIAMI DIRECTORIES CONTAIN INFORMATION REGARDING 




THIS INDIVIDUAL WAS CONTACTED JULY THIRTY INSTANT 
AND ADVISED ELLSBERG WAS UNKNOWN TO HIM. 




r MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA, ADVISED ON JULY 

REFLECTED THE 


THIRTY INSTANT THAT 
Or DANIEL ELLSBERG, TWO ZERO SEVEN FIVE TWO PACIFIC COAST 

HIGHWAY, MALIBU, CALIFORNIA . 




THE RECORD INDICATED HE WAS ATTENDING A 
CONFERENCE OF ORSA AT THE AMERICANA HOTEl| 

ORSA WAS THE ABBREVIATION FOR OPERATIONS RESEARCH SOCIETY 

OF AMERICA. 


i Xb 

j 


gjjjU* auasr^uT 


v < 


















Ml 65-74060 ... 

PAGE THREE 

HAD NO RECORD OF A REGISTRATION FOR 
BUT SUGGESTED HE WAS PROBABLY REGISTERED AT THE AMERICANS 
HOTEL • 

MIAMI 



BEACH, ADVISED ON JULY THIRTY INSTANT THAT HE HAD NO RECORD 

^ 6u£ST ftT ANy time# he PRODUCED 

A RECORD REFLECTING THE REGISTRATION 0 t iT no -'»■ a .mvtnl 
ON NOVEMBER NINE NINETEEN SIXTY- NINE# THIS INDIVIDUAL WAS 
ASSOCIATED WITH ORSA AND FURNISHED HIS HOME ADDRESS AS£ 


\ 


HE DEPARTED ON NOVEMBER TWELVE NINETEEN SIXTY NINE# MIAMI 
INDICES NEGATIVE. 

WITH REFERENCE TO MIAMI TELTYPE OF JULY TWENTY SEVEN , 

ADVISED ON JULY THIRTY INSTANT THAT HE 
COULD LOCATE NO RECORD WHICH WOULD INDICATE THAT_ 





^WAS EVER USED. HE STATED IT WAS POSSIBLE TO 


DETERMINE FROM THIS SERIAL NUMBER, SPECIFICALLY FROM THE 
FOURTH, FIFTH AND SIXTH DIGITS, NAMESLY ONE SIX EIGHT, 


END PAGE THREE 
















Ml 65-74060 
PAGE FOUR 

THAT THIS V.'AS AN "EXECUTIVE TICKET" MEANING A TICKET WHICH 
AN INDIVIDUAL COULD PICK UP-AT THE COUNTER AND WRITE ON 
HIS OWN, SETTING FORTH A CREDIT ACCOUNT NUMBER• IT WOULD 
NOT BE ISSUED AS.A REGULAR TICKET. EXHAUSTIVE SEARCH OF 
AILED TO LOCATE THIS TICKET INDICATING IT 
PROBABLY WAS NEVER USED. 


THE RECORD DOES NOT SHOW THE IDENTITY OF THE 

INASMUCH AS THrTTSELF HAS BEEN DESTROYED 

i' SINCE IT IS MORE THAN ONE YEAR OLD. 

i 

j ALEXANDRIA IS REQUESTED TO IDENTIFY 



AND CONSIDER INTERVIEW OF HIM RELATIVE TO ELLSBERG. 
REPORT FOLLOWS . 

END 

EBM FBI VA ACLR 
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. COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 1 


JUL 301971 

TELETYPE 



• «» > f * 

0 

NR010 BA CODED 

11:27 PM PM Wl TEL 7-30-71 TJP 
TO DIRECTOR (65-4W07^ 

ALEXANDRIA (65-67) 

STON (65-5236) 

[■'& NEW YORK (65-25641) 

WFO (65-11613) 

FROM BALTIMORE (65-3896) 

MC LEKj)NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE. 

RE ALEXANDRIA TEL TO BUREAU, JULY TWENTYNINE LAST. 

INTERVIEWED TODAY AT 


!•> 



AND DENIED RECEIVING INSTANT CALL OR 
OF HAVING ANY KNOWLEDGE CONCERNING SAME ^ ADVISED 

THAT THE NAMES NEIL SHEEHAN AND SAMUEL JOHNSON WERE NOT 
FAMILIAR TO HIM AND THAT HE KNEW OF DANIEL ELLSBERG ONLY 
BECAUSE OF RECENT PUBLICITY .BSSlIS® STATED IT 
• WAS NOT UNCOMMON TO RECEIVE CALLS INTENDED FOR ANOTHER 
SECTION SINCE THAT PARTICULAR NUM3ER IS TIED IN WITH 
THE PENTAGON SWI TCHBOARD COULD FURNISH 

NO INFORMATION CONCERNING INSTANT CALL. 

REC -24 


Mr. Tolson. 
Mr. Felt_ 


Mr. Sullivan_^ 

Mr. Mohr_ JL 

Mr. T . V n AHL 
Mr.Pr«»rrrmi;D^. 

Mr. r 'lnTTan_ 

Mr. Cnupor _ 

Mr. (k'lii «id . 

Mr. >♦_ 

Mr, _ 

Mr. : ~ W_ 

Mr. _.. 

I tr. T * I _ 

Mr. Walters_ 

Mi. f: -yys_ 

Tele. Room ... 

Miss Holmes- 

Miss Gandy—_ 




END 
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NR 026 BS CpDE 


S\ tEDLRM BUREAU OF IWtSTIGARON . 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

* JUL301971 ^/(A/ 

' .TELETYPE? 


A 




r 


Mr. Tolson_ 

Mr. F*1t_ 

Mr. Sullivan 
Mr. Mohr 


Mr. Bishf*T /)$[!07 
Mr.Bron’WnCD.i^ 

Mr. Callahan_ 

Mr. C asper_ 

Mr. L» r.rad . —- 

Mr. V *. y_ 

Mr. Gale _ 

Mr. r Kter_ 

Mr. P<> ?r, n.. 

Mr. Tnvol 
Mr. Walters - 
Mr. S'*ya: 

Tdo. Ro^n . 
Miss Holr» s~ 
Miss Gandy..- 






/ 


/ 


ex 


11:2! Pfj/URGENT 7-30-71 RGP ^ 

TO: DIRECTOR 65-74060 ATTN DID LOS ANGELES 105-27952 

I 

NEW YORK 65-25641 WFO 65-11613 
FROM : BOSTON 65-5236 


NATIONALITIES INTELLIGENCE. 


SUMMARY : 

THE FOLLOWING LOCK COMPANIES AND LOCKSMITHS WERE CON¬ 
TACTED THIS DATE AND COULD FURNISH NO INFORMATION PERTINENT 
TO THIS INVESTIGATION REGARDING TELEPHONE CALLS TO LOCKSMITH 
COMPANIES ON MARCH TVENTYONE , LAST, FROM ROOM TWO ONE FIVE, 

TREADWAY MOTOR HOUSE, CAMBRIDGE , MASS. 

H. SUMMERS AND SON, THI RTYEIGHT CHARLES ST., BOSTON, (7 L (j 

[gw^-^gggwa 1 . . ] dc- 105 fi£c '24 

DICKSON BROTHERS HAR'-JARE , TWENTSIX BRATTLE ST., t2AUG'i 4 1971 

STEEVES HARDWARE STORE, ONE THREE SIX ONE BEACON ST., 

BROOKLINE , 

END PAGE ONE 
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PAGE TWO 


. 

-• . . . • 


____ _ f _ _ 

- . '- jr* ♦•; . -* - * *-•> /».-*►' 

- •-. -‘ '.Vi 1 * 4 

PASEK CORP • , ONE THREE FIVE HARRISON AVE 



WE ., BOSTON ,. 

' • *. •- •' - 


SWANSONS KEY SHOP , SIX SEVEN FIVE TREMONT ST •, BOSTON , 


v.V JS. V:' ~ 

v-. *. 


■ • ■ - . - - ' - . • . .. 


- - 


STOIA BROTHERS , NINE ZERO SIX BEACON ST., BOSTON, 




BROOKLINE LOCK CO. AND SECURITY SUPPLY CO., BOTH 
THIRTYTHREE HARVARD ST., BROOKLINE, AND AAA LOC K CO., 
FOUR ONE FOUR ZERO WASHINGTON ST., ROSLINDALE 


I”'-". 



■ ';• ' 

CHARLES STREET SUPPLY CO., FIFTYFOUR CHARLES ST., 

BOSTON 

CHARLES J. ROWE, INC., ONE ONE ONE NORTH WASHINGTON 
HAZETON CHAIN CO., EIGHTYONE KEMBLE ST., ROXBURY , 





ABBOTT AND CO., AND M J. REINHARDT CO., BOTH FORTYNINE 
MASSACHUSETTS AVE., BOSTON 
END PAGE TWO 



V V -* - ■ -V 


> • %. 7 r-. *f \ 


' 


- r • > • * - • • . . _ • ' • * 

- * • 

- ► • “ • .-V* 

r--- ~ 1— r '.-r • • T~ ti ■' * , . 

• _‘ 




f 

‘ ■ $ < 

i 


- - ' 


: ■ f- ; • - 














page three 

BS 65-5236 

ACE BICYCLE SHOP, TWO ZERO FOUR FOUR MASSACHUSETTS 
AVE., CAMBRIDGE , AND ACE BICYCLE SHOP, SEVEN ZERO THREE 

BACK BAY LOCK AND SAFE CO . J ABC LOCK AND KEY SERVICES; 
/8AC AND SONS, LOCKSMITHS; AND MATTAPAN LOCK , ALL SEVEN 



SEVEN THREE HUNTINGTON AVE., BOSTON ,1^. 

KELLY AND BRUMMITT CO., THIRTYTHREE ROXBURY ST., 

CASTLE SQUARE SUPERMARKET , FOUR EIGHT SEVEN TREMONT 

HUHUB DOOR CHECK CO . , THIRTYSIX BROMFIELD ST., BOSTON, 


COMMONWEALTH LOCKCO., ONE EIGHT FIVE THREE 

■IH,,, ,1,11, III I. 

MASSACHUSETTS AVE., CAMBRIDGE fjT 

ALBERTINES key SERVICE , SIX FOUR SIX SOMERVILLE 

.CITY HALL LOCK AND KEY SHOP, THIRTYTWO PROVINCE ST., 


BOSTON , 


END PAGE THREE 
















pahe four • 

BS 65-5236 - 

BELTRAM AND SON, SEVENTYTVO HOLLAND ST., SOMERVILLE, 


ARTERY LOCK SERVICE, FOURTEEN MAIN ST., MEDFORD, 


4 ° 


BEACON LOCK CO., ONE NINE ZERO WALNUT ST., WATERTOWN, 




BILLS LOCK AND KEY CO., ONE ZERO THREE A ALBION ST., 
WAKEFIELD , * 

DOMINEC MORGERA , NINE PORTER ST., EAST BOSTON, 




MC CORMACKS LOCK SERVICE EIGHTYTWO CIRCUIT RD., 
WEYMOUTH - 

JOHN J. MANTIA , FIVE MAIN ST., QUINCY 



QUINCY LOCK CO., SIX SIX SEVEN HANCOCK ST., QUINCY, 



'PARK SLAES SERVICE AND SONS , FIVE ONE ZERO SOMERVILLE 
AVE., SOMERVILLE J 
END PAGE FOUR 
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PAGE FIVE 
BS 65-5236 

JACOBS BROTHERS AND GREEN, FOUR FOUR SIX BLUE HILL 

AVE ROXBURY,HHBHMm_ 

BROADWAY LOCK CO. AND EOSTON GRINDING CO., THREE ONE 
THREE BROADWAY , SOUTH BOSTON , 


CHARLES H. FISHER AND CO., FORTY FOUR BROOKLINE ST., 
Cambridge 


END PAGE P FIVE 
















page six 

BS 65-5P.36 


ADMINISTRATIVE : 

RE LOS ANGELES TEL, JULY TWENTYNINE, LAST, WHICH ON 
PAGE TWO LISTED A CRANE BRINTON AS OF NINETEEN FIFTYNINE 
•AS CHAIRMAN OF THE SOCIERTY OF FELLOWS , HARVARD UNIVERSITY 
CAMBRIDGE , AND IMMEDIATE SUPERVISOR OF ELLSBERG . PERSONNEL, 
HISTORY DEPARTMENT , HARVARD UNIVERSITY, CAMBRIDGE, INSTANT 
DATE, ADVISED CRANE BRINTON , FORMER PROFESSOR OF ANCIENT 
AND MODERN HISTORY, IS DECEASED, 







UNAVAILABLE UNTIIL NEXT WEEK , AT WHICH TIME 


UNAVAILABLE 


HE WILL BE INSTRUCTED TO CONTACT THE BOSTON OFFICE FOR 
INTERVIEW. 

IN RESPONCE TO BUREAU AIRTEL , JULY TV'ENTYONE, LAST, 
POSITIIVE RESULTS OF INDICES SEARCH AND SOURCE CONTACT, 

HAS PREVIOUSLY BEEN FURNISHED BUREAU IN FOLLOWING 
COMMUNICATIONS IN CAPTIONED MATTER: 

BOSTON AIRTEL ANS LHM , JUNE EIGHTEEN . LAST; 

BOSTON SUMMARY NITEL SENT FOUR A.M., JULY SEVENTEEN, LAST; 

END PAGE SIX 















PAGE SEVEN 
BS 65-5236 

BOSTON SUMMARY NITEL ASENT ONE THIRTYSEIX A .M ., JULY 
tv;entytvo , last . 

INFORMATION CONTAINED IN LATTER MENTIONED TELS TO BE 
INCLUDED IN COMMUNICATION SUITABLE FOR DISSEMINATION. 
INFORMANTS CONTINUALLY BEING CONTACTED AND ANY PERTINENT 
INFORMATION DEVELOPED WILL BE IMMEDIATELY FURNISHED THE 
BUREAU . 

END 

CORRECTION PAGE THREE LINE ELEVEN FIRST WORD SHOULD BE 
HUB AND NOT HUHUB ... 


C.C- C.D. 







